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JEWISH QUARTERLY 
REVIEW 



JABTTTABY, 1906 

THE KAEAITE LITERARY OPPONENTS OF 
SAADIAH GAON IN THE TENTH CENTURY. 

The literary campaign that Saadiah, first among the 
Rabbanites, started against the Karaites, and whose exter- 
nal history I have attempted to trace in this Review-', 
found the foe ready to join battle. There arose a complete 
array of Karaite scholars, who, either in special writings, 
or incidentally in the course of their works, repelled the 
attacks of Saadiah with energy. But they were not 
content to remain on the defensive. They speedily 
assumed an offensive attitude, and endeavoured, with 
varying degrees of success, to overthrow the arguments 
and proofs advanced by Saadiah in support of the Oral 
Law. A disagreeable element in the campaign is the 
personal abuse into which the controversy often degene- 
rated : objective treatises are marred by regrettable 
recrimination. It must, however, be admitted that in this 
respect both parties sinned, although perhaps the Karaites 
sinned the more deeply. 

The controversy initiated by Saadiah's activity did not 
cease with his death. It was not confined to the Gaon 
alone, but drew within its range the whole of Rabbinism. 
Henceforth polemics form a principal feature of Karaite 

' J. Q. B., X, 238-76. For Addenda and Corrigenda to that essay see 
end of the present series of articles. 
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literature : they inspire Karaism with fresh life, and 
stimulate the development of its literature in a very great 
measure. In truth, the polemical element existed in the 
very nature of Karaism, The latter was a product of 
opposition and revolt against the principles of Babbinism, 
and hence its progress depended upon strife. Personal 
attacks were not unknown even in its very early days, for 
'An^n is said to have prescribed the reading on every New 
Moon of Psalm Ixxiv, because, in Ms opinion, there was an 
allusion, especially in verses 4 and 8, against the Rabba- 
nites ^. Still, polemics play a very small part in the oldest 
writings of the Karaites, which, by the way, are still 
accessible only to a very small extent. It was not till the 
advent of Saadiah that their polemics assumed a tone of 
bitterness and occupied the most prominent place in their 
literary activity, and in the centre of the controversial 
medley was the figure of the Gaon. I now propose giving 
a bibliogi'aphical survey of this literature down to modern 
times. In the first place, it must be observed that the 
practice of the Karaites to repeat one another consciously, 
and often to copy one another verbally, is pursued to a still 
greater degree in their polemical treatises. The controversy 
carried on against the Eabbanites in general and against 
Saadiah in particular was for them a necessary of life, upon 
which they continuously drew as their main resoui-ce. 
Hence, even at a time when aU spiritual life in their midst 
had been stifled, they still roused themselves, and brought 
forth their rusty weapons to attack the execrated Fayumite. 
A brief survey of the earliest Karaite controversy directed 
against Saadiah is given by Sahl b. Masliah in his polemical 
work nhjD nnain ^. We there read : ana ik'n Dn3Dni 



• » ♦ 



' Another statement of 'Anan, reported by Moses Taku, most probably 
belongs to the realm of legend. 'Anan is said to have wished that he 
could contain within himself all the learned Rabbis, so that by a single 
stroke of the sword he might be able to slay them all with himself. See 
B. A J., XLV, 201-2. 

* Communicated by Steinschneider, Catal. Lugd., p. 403, and Pinsker, 
rvjimp 'Bipb, p. 37. The variants are unimportant. 
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ijsj DHD ^^^«1 tapo '•« b]3 it" nnno vna ON-'Xin si' (n'-iyo i?"-!) 
Iicy^a v^jy a'lis'n ann'' p ])'ob^ pi vna vb 3''B'ni n'<&a p T-a 
■"ja nn msD i^sj inio nnxi nioNi "bw) nb>n ana ik'n i>j) B'ipn 
nncDDa D'-niaa onaia niaicn in^^y u'-b^i nipci mpo ijaa K-ipo 
'•i'j? pi '•bji'N j?ni3n a'-^'oi'N lax nis'ycj' loa nann onsDa D''yiD3 
nva^N pn '•i'j; 13ni O'-nn p yiun oniT' pi n'-B'o p pi pon p 
'iai dHD insa inai^ naieri ^nana '•jn mi an^in " The writings 
that Saadiah composed against the Karaites did not leave 
his possession throughout his life. But one work fell into 
the hands of Ben Mashiah, and he replied to it during 
Saadiah's lifetime. Similarly Salmon b. Jeroham wrote 
against him in Hebrew and refuted his statement, beginning 
with the words "IJONI ''b^li a^H ^. But not until the death 
of Saadiah did his writings fall into the hands of the 
Karaites in various places, and give rise to a multitude of 
convincing arguments in a number of works. Among the 
authors of the latter were Abu-l-fajjib, known as al- JebelJ, 
'Ali b. Hasan, Ben Mashiah, Ben Jeroham, known as Ibn 
Ruheim, Abu 'Ali Hasan al-Basri, and others. I also have 
written a reply against his contentions," &c. 

But this list is not complete. We miss, for example, of 
Saadiah's contemporaries, so important a writer as Qir- 
qis4ni ; and even granting that Sahl mentions only those 
who composed special polemical treatises against the Gaon, 
we still miss Isaac b. 'Ali, &c. But what sense is there in 
the assertion that Saadiah throughout his life did not 
publish bis polemical writings against the Karaites ? He 
did not compose them for purely literary purposes, but 
wished by their means to counteract the increasing propa- 
ganda of the Karaites. Hence, had he suppressed his 
writings his intention would have been quite frustrated. 
The statements of Sahl are therefore to be treated with 

' A chapter of Salmon's controversial work actually begins with the 
words (Pinsker, p. i8) : loixn jo mnx rrcom . . . mTTO 'ran n^-vm rrn« 
'i3i mirroi <Vb» ««;«. Perhaps we should read here also : '^IBD wow ana nTO« te 
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caution. His order, too, I would rather not follow, but 
propose to give in chronological sequence all the Karaite 
literary opponents of Saadiah known to me, including also 
those who only indulged in occasional controversy against 
him. In any case, this sequence cannot be quite exact, 
inasmuch as there are no data respecting the lives of many 
Karaite authors, or the data extant are much confused and 
mutually contradictory, or, finally, they are fabricated 
intentionally. In order to make this survey clear, therefore, 
I shall enumerate these authors according to the centuries 
in which they lived. 

Tenth Centuey. 

1. Ben Zuta (or Zita). This otherwise little known 
Karaite, whose full name was Abu-1-Surri ^ b. Z., probably 
lived in Egypt, and disputed with Saadiah only by word 
of mouth, so that, strictly speaking, he does not belong to 
the literary opponents. If he did live in Egypt, he must 
have disputed with Saadiah whilst the latter was still very 
young. The substance of his polemical utterances, which 
are only known from references in Ibn Ezra, has already 
been fully dealt with in my Miscellen ilber Saadja, 11^, to 
which the reader may be referred. 

3. Ibn saqaweihi (or Saqtije), one of the oldest Karaite 
authors, about whose personality we likewise know no- 
thing ^. He composed an anti-i'abbinical work bearing the 
title IT'N'irai'N axna, " Book of Shameful Things " (i. e. of the 
Rabbanites), which consisted of the following ten sections : 

* As Steinschneider rightly remarks (Z.f. S. B., VI, 184), no'js can only 
correspond to the Arabic (j^/Jl, But then it must be transcribed al- 
Surri (and not, as hitherto, al-Sari), see Sujuti, "De nominibtis relativis 
ed. Veth.," p. 136: i^l> 2^/ Jl- ,J\ JJXiJlj j^U iJjJi\. In Jew. 
Eiicycl., V, 105 a, ben Z. has the forename " Eleazar " ! 

' Manatsschrift, XLI, 203-12. Cf. also J. Q. R., X, 256, and B. tl. J., loc. cit., 
193-4. 

^ See Steinschneider, Die arab. Liter, d. Juden, pp. 45 and 281, no. 56 
(also my Zur judisch-arabischen Litteraiur, Berlin, 1904, p. 40). 
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(i) on the unity of God ^ ; (2) on a branch of the Sabbath 
laws, viz, the kindling of lights ; (3) on another branch of 
these laws, viz. on presents (or, on irrigation on Sabbath) ; 
(4) on the determination of the New Moon ; (5) on the rule 
noa /'in nb (hence on the validity of Dehijot) ; (6) on leap- 
year ; (7) on the prescriptions respecting forbidden fat ; 
(8) on forbidden degrees of relationship ; (9) on the pre- 
scriptions respecting menstruation ; and (10) on pollution 
(np ^ya). This work was preceded, by way of introduc- 
tion, by a polemic against the Mishna, in which it was 
shown that the latter cannot be of divine origin. Ibn 
S^qaweihi maintained therein, with regard to the subject- 
matter of the first four chapters, that the later Rabbis had 
erred in equal measure with the earlier ones ; and with 
regard to the remaining six chapters, he was of opinion that 
here the later Rabbis had deviated from the earlier ones, 
and he sought to confirm this by proofs from the Talmud. 
The work of Ibn S^qaweihi thus comprised the entire 
scope of the controversy between Rabbanites and Karaites, 
dealing both with theological matters (anthropomorphism) 
as well as with matters of Halakha (Sabbath and festival 
laws, calendar science, and laws of diet, marriage, and 
cleanliness) ; and we should have had before us not a 
mere reply but an independent anti -rabbinical work (the 
oldest of its kind) ^. It is probable, however, that this 
work was the result of Saadiah's activity, so that it rightly 
belongs to the category of works dealt with in this study. 

This section must be the source of Ibn Sftqaweihi's opinion, quoted 
by Moses ibn Ezra in his np'inSx nSspo, that 'm in Ps, Ixxxiii. a does 
not mean " to be silent " but " to be similar " (quoted by Harkavy in hi» 
Notes to the Euseian translation of Qraets, vol. VI, p. ci) : ysa VTitH ipVi , . , 
n'iffirts >:»» '')« m3c';» '»o jn na ')«» tonb -p 'm ■)« D'nS« ma? 'd »» i-iMijSs 
'333n 'nn 'Swn nb naa) «') )n (Jes. Ixil. 7) ib ■m unn htn D«'p'w id P f^ 5i5d 
rtDDa") n'NSD asns 'd TCMiibs nin !Tip«D p Tp Dten', 

^ Everything points to the positive inference that Ibn SSqaweihi was 
a Karaite and not a sectarian sui generis, as Pirkowitseh (see Gottlober, 
D'^ipn nnSirt mpa, p. 149) asserts. Moses ibn Ezra (see Harkavy, ibid., 
p. c, and c»:iD» dj D'toin , YII, 33) places him in the same rank with Hivi 
al-Balkhi. 
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Express testimony to this effect is given by al-Hiti, who 
was intimately acquainted with Ibn S^qaweihi's work, in 
the following words ^: 'h}}) pJxaii'N 'bv "11 m (il .T-ipo pi 
T'^pni'Xi nntJ'^Ni n'<b»'?H) ^'^^V35?^N1 y^vhn) hidrha '•a '•nva^N 
OnppJ ?t33N1, This is the conclusion also to be derived 
from the fact that Saadiah, in his polemical work (about to 
be mentioned) against Ibn Siqaweihi, already alludes to his 
principal work against the Karaites, the r''''Dni'X 3X113 ^. It 
is, therefore, probable that Ibn S^qaweihi also had before 
him many polemical writings of Saadiah*, which now 
provoked him to a counter-attack. 

Of this polemical work of Saadiah, which bore the title 
n^ipXD |3N ^b}) IniJX 3xn3, and of which only a few single 
quotations were known hitherto ^ some extensive fragments 
have now been discovered. One of these, belonging to the 
early part*, contains the information about Ibn S^qaweihi's 
work given above, as well as a part of the refutation of 
the first chapter, namely, the reproach that the Talmudists 
anthropomorphized the Deity''. A more extensive frag- 

1 J, Q. B,, IX, 435. Cf. ibid., X, 253, note 3, and Z.f. H. B., II, 79. 

' On the Feast of Weeks (i. e. on the controversy respecting mnao 
men) Ibn Saqaweihi had no special section, but he doubtless dealt 
incidentally with this important theme in another section. Saadiah's 
views on this matter were preserved at the end of his vonb^ nsna . See 
J.Q.B., XVI, 102-5. 

' In the fragment soon to be mentioned, ed. Hirschfeld (J. Q. B., XVI, 
109). It is thus established anew that the controversial work against 
Ibn Saqaweihi formed a separate work of Saadiah, and that therefore the 
correction is necessary in the words of Moses ibn Ezra : ano V\ pwn 
mip»c«n nnpci p to vniaiwna[i] iraon ncoa ; resp. (in Arab, original) : }»3 ipi 
ncDJ^ h>«sBV« asna anss mp«D ja 'to hit 'c[i] vonVw a»n3 'c Vi pw nnso i3'n, 
see ibid., p. 100, note 1. 

* Above all his controversial work against 'An&n, which appeared in 
the year 915. See J. Q. i?., X, 241. 

" Collected by me, ibid., 252 seq. 

« Edited by Harkavy from the St. Petersburg Library, ibid., XIII, 
662 seq. (partly also ibid., XVI, 112). Cf also B. i. J., XL, 88. 

' It can therefore be assumed with Harkavy (p. 667, note 2) that the 
quotation from Saadiah in Judah b. Barzilai's Commentary on Jejira, p. 20, 
is perhaps likewise taken from the polemical work against Ibn Saqaweihi 
(so that J, Q. B., X, 255 should be corrected). 
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ment (consisting of six leaves) ^ contains the refutation of 
the sixth chapter (on leap-year ; the beginning is missing 
of what seems to have been a very complete treatment of 
the subject), the seventh (on the fat tail, n'<bii, the use of 
which was forbidden by the Karaites, as opposed to the 
Rabbanites, see Steinschneider-Festschrift, p. 203, n. 3), 
and of the ninth chapter (on menstruation ; the conclusion 
is missing). The refutation of the eighth chapter (on 
forbidden degrees of relationship) was thus not included 
in the work^, probably because Saadiah composed a 
separate treatise on this subject ^. Still another frag- 
ment*, in which the objections against the Mishna are 
refuted, is perhaps likewise an offshoot of the work against 
Ibn Siiqaweihi, as the latter (as we saw above) attacked 
the Mishna in his own polemical writing, and Saadiah 
expressly states that he will follow up the refutation of 
the first four chapters with a defence of the Mishna ®. In 
this fragment Saadiah does not address his words to a 
particular person, as in the other two, but speaks of " those 
people "*. 

The treatment that Saadiah accorded to Ibn S^qaweihi 
in his work was not very generous. He usually calls him 

' Edited by Hirsohfeld from the Cambridge Geniza, J. Q. B., XVI, 
105-12. That this fragment belongs to the polemical work against 
Ibn Saqaweihi is shown by the contents here presented, which corre- 
spond exactly to the order of the sections in the work of Ibn Saqaweihi. 

" This follows expressly from Saadiah's words (p. no, 1. 15) : «:mTO isi 
KiVea-tp sjdSwS was srrD wy'a? ssw 'nV« (r, nT3«')«) nT5«')« iSw p 3«ii«S« jiis 
i')« a«n3'!« DNon 'm nv^apM] J")** mm: jn 'jm'd j"an np wi WDwai. On the 
division of the ten sections of Ibn Saqaweihi into four and six, see above. 

^ Steinschneider's doubts (loc. cit., p. 49, no. 8) as to the existence of 
this work seem to me to be unfounded. Of. my Zur jud.-arab. Litter., p. 42, 
and the Addenda at the end of the present series of articles. 

' Likewise edited by Harkavy, loc. cit., 656-7. 

^ See p. 663, 1. 7 from bottom : 3M3« '■?« nin bp (rt'ip«D p« '«) mpi • • • 
i^« ^^^ hzp onps J« 'nn -jSite . • . iran two p Kn3« '!«p' F|'3 ni^ixha '"w jsio"** 

mvoha fins') 'a«jnn« tap rro na »SJ no 'D xn^te n-i«D Vnw^s. 
« See p. 656, I. 7 from bottom : ''>» Kna ji:»iD' Dip''« '''Wf n^«i • ■ • 
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" the ignoramus " (^hnj^n Nin), or " novice " (nnjisN Kin), or 
" that fellow " (^il^N Nin, jndjn^n Nin), applying to him the 
verses Psalm xxxi. 19, Prov. xviii. 3, and Job xiii, ,5. He 
says that he has rightly called his work rT'Nvai'N asna, 
because he has revealed in it only his own shame and 
confusion. 

Besides being mentioned in the special polemical work, 
Ibn S^qaweihi is referred to in another fragment, the author 
of which, according to Harkavy, must also have been 
Saadiah. We there read^: Wif.'ibii ]iX2 [m]pnD p b^'P xh 
Kn^N }D . . . V s . . N Nix paijao^K anty ni^ ni^ i. e. " did not 
Ibn S^qaweihi maintain that one who is fasting may drink 
mhanjabin (a sort of syrup prepared from sour wine), as 
it is to be regarded as medicine ? " 

3. Abtl Jtlsuf Ja'qtib [b. Isaac b. Shemaja ?] al-Qirqisftni 
is rightly regarded as one of the foremost Karaite 
authorities, but the full extent of his literary impor- 
tance has only become known in recent times ^. His 
chief work was a complete commentary about the pas- 
sages of the Pentateuch not bearing on law ('•JNyo mtJ' '•a 
l^^N-iB^N T'3 '•n •'ni'^? rinini's), entitled p'-Nini'Ni yvrh^ asna, 
*' Book of Beds and Gardens," which had as introduction 
a complete compendium of law, entitled "INIJN^N asna, 
apxno^NI, "Book of Lights and Watch-towers." In the 
former work the date of composition, Eabia' II, 326 of the 
Hegira = Adar 1349 contr. (= 938), is expressly given ^ ; 
and the second work, too, which claims our chief interest, 
was composed, according to Ibn al-Hiti, a year earlier, i. e. 
^%^ of the Hegira (= 937)*. Qirqisani was accordingly 

» Woschod, January, 1900, p. 83. 

* Steinschneider details the literature on bim, loc. cit., § 43 (supple- 
mented in xay Zur pd.-araJ). Litter., p. 48). In these places everything 
is enumerated that has hitherto been edited of the works of Qirqisani. 

* See Neubauer, Med. Jew. Chron., II, 249, 1. 7 from bottom : SiKD . . . 
n«2 3^»^« ':d \o iiti) fiJD ''»« nntoii niTittjbx '2d 'm nuDD^bx 'x -pi '■» F]>s« 
niM'jN S'n inic ini tw iniu 'd ^pi^ a«n3')« «in r\^Hn on sri'Di . . . tm rpi. 
Cf. also Firkowitseh, fjtCT ';i, p. 21. 

* J. Q. n., IX, 43a : nr3:!n '^nxn m rn >2»cp^p'5S fns' ja apy D';«r'?« yvibi* 



KARAITE lilTERARY OPPONENTS OF SAADIAH GAON 217 

a contemporary of Saadiah, but so far as is yet known, his 
name has not been found mentioned in the writings of the 
Gaon. Harkavy, indeed, conjectures ^ that the quotations 
from Saadiah found in Jehuda b. Barzilai's Jesira com- 
mentary, are taken from a work directed against Qirqis&ni. 
But it is much more probable that Jehuda b. Barzilai had 
before him the polemical work against Ibn S&qaweihi^, 
especially as only one of the Agadot, but not the second ^ 
defended by Saadiah, is cited by Qirqis&ni. Moreover, it 
cannot yet be proved that Saadiah may have known the 
writings of his younger Karaite contemporary. On the 
other hand, Qirqisllni often quotes Saadiah and controverts 
him * ; but unfortunately only a single long passage ® from 
the " Book of Beds " and a few chapters from the " Book 
of Lights" have hitherto been published. Still, I shall 
adduce here all the passages known to me. 

The Pentateuch commentary exists in a longer and a 
shorter version, and there are fragments of both in 
St. Petersburg and in the British Museum. In the pub- 
lished passage from the longer version, which deals with 
chronology, there is an anonymous rejoinder to Saadiah. 
After stating that the Bible in dealing with large numbers 
of years often omits smaller ones, e. g. one or two years, 
the writer concludes: ''j?T' }D riniitsi -lUjjijN Din rhs xin ^ai 
n'>mb» nin "bi^ insi pD i^ ni'' D^Ny!?N pbb b^^ 'ijd anp hjn 
" From all this may be inferred the futility of the 'Ibbur 
(i. e. of the permanent calendar) and the confusion of the 
one who has maintained that the calendar is very ancient, 
and that its rules have remained the same since the creation 

fnir^h n o ™d 'S i^i p'D n-niQiDb'j jn-iDi S'jsoii )'n'«ni F]'?« n:D i«i:«V«. Both 
these dates do not agree, and we must correct J'»idi into J'ynsi and r 1 
into rro (hence p. 437, note i must be rectified ; in fmn ':a, loc. cit., we 
rightly have 1248, Era of Contracts, but equally wrongly 315 of the 
Hegira). 

^ Introduction to Qirqisani, p. 248. ^ See above, p. 214. 

' Cf. J. Q. B., X, 255. * Harkavy, loc. cit. 

* See Neubauer, loc. cit. Cf. also my Miscellen uber Saadja, III, p. 9, 
note 1 {=Monatsschrift, XLIV, 408, note a). 
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of the world." As is well known, this was the theory of 
Saadiah. 

In the Kitdb al-Awwdr, of which I possess several 
excerpts in manuscript besides those printed, there are 
a few chapters exclusively devoted to the refutation of 
Saadiah, e. g. section xi, chap. 29, on forbidden degrees of 
relationship, and section xii, chaps. 15-16, on the use of the 
fat tail (iT'^N) ^. Again, in other passages Saadiah is con- 
troverted incidentally (often anonymously), or he is the 
chief object of controversy: e.g. section ii, chap. 13, on 
Saadiah's theory about the age of the permanent calendar ^ ; 
ibid., chaps. 14-15 (partly edited in Z.f.HJi., Ill, 175), on the 
divinity and the necessity of the oral law; section xi, 
chap. 30 (edited in the Kaufmann-Gedenkbuch, p. 183; 
reprint, p. xiv), on the prohibition to marry a niece ; 
section xii, chap. 7, on the wrenching off of a fowl's head 
(np^i'D) 3 ; ibid., chap. 10, on the eating of dead fish (Saadiah's 
name is not mentioned here, cf. Z.f. H. B., IV, 74) ; ib., 
chaps. 20-1 (edited loc. cit., p. 184 ; reprint, p. xvi) on the use 
of an embryo, &c. Similarly, according to Harkavy , Saadiah 
and his polemical work against 'AnS,n are meant in the 
following passage of the Kitdb al-'Anwdr, the section and 
chapter of which cannot be ascertained for the present * : 

i^K, i.e. "A Rabbanite has refuted the view that the 
prayers are to consist only of psalms," &c. As a matter 
of fact, this was a prescription of 'An^n, who endeavoured 
by this means to annul the hitherto prevalent order of 
prayer, because the latter went back upon tradition ^. 

' See the headings of these chapters In Steinschneider-Festsehrift, pp. 201, 
203. 

' J. Q. R., XIII, 661 : jNis -IMS nn 'dio p i^ysb» ;» "Miy >ovDbN jto Tpi 
mx }» n:« bip' ; hence the same as in tlie passage just mentioned from the 
Pentateuch commentary. 

' See Steinschneider-Festsehrift, p. 203, note i, and S. A J., XLV.igfi-?. 

* See Harkavy, Stud. u. Mitt., V, 107. The continuation in his Oteherki, 
1, 53, note 3. 

' See, e. g., Qan Men, fol. 71a; Adderft Elijahu, nten pS, chap. 5 (of. 
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There is also a compendium of the Kitdh al-Anwdr (Brit. 
Mus. MS., Or. 35 25, Catalogue II, no. 588, cf. Steinschneider- 
Festschrift, p. 2 1 1 ), containing many controversial rej oinders 
to Saadiah, which had not yet been discovered in the main 
work : e. g. on the science of the calendar, where Saadiah's 
name is not expressly mentioned (fol. 44 a, seqq. ; see 
J.Q.R., VIII, 686) ; on incest (fol. loi b, similar to section 
xi, chap. 29, of the main work ; the passage may perhaps 
be taken from Saadiah's treatise on this subject, see above, 
p. 214); on the idea of D''''n Q^D (fol. 137 b ; cf. Z.f. H. B., IV, 
17 seq.), &c. 

We thus see that Qirqisfi^ni also touches on all the points 
of difference between Rabbanites and Karaites. It must 
be observed, moreover, that of all the older Karaite authors 
Qirqisani is most deeply versed in the Talmudio literature, 
and that his polemics are calm in tone and objective in 
character. 

[4. Menahem b- Michael b. Joseph is the author of a 
poem with commentary on the laws of slaughtering \ in 
which a controversy is directed quite clearly against 
a Rabbanite opponent. The superscription of this poem 
reads: 'i ^SN ijn D^pyi? '<inpn DnoD W3-1 rh^^ mJNn nxr 
nt3"'nB' r\)J?n nilN b jain nnyo. Pinsker identifies the latter 
with Saadiah Gaon, makes Menahem his contemporary, and 
maintains that Menahem indulged in polemics against the 

also Harkavy, Stud. u. Miit., YIII, i, 203). In another passage Qirqisani 
reproaches the Rabbanites for not taking prayers [exclxisively ?] from the 
Psalms (sect, i, chap. 3 ; ed. Harkavy, p. 286 : rt«te^« TOpDN Drn« "iSi jni 
y^n DTI niD^ Mon «niteJi nif^nn idd jn). A sectai-ian, Malik al-Ramli, 
prescribed that Ps. xxix should take the place of the Eighteen Benedic- 
tions, probably in agreement with the dictum of Hillel, the son of Samuel 
b. Nahmani, in Berachoi, 28 b. See Harkavy, Voschod, Jan., 1900, p. 79. 
Similarly Petahia relates of the heretics in the land of Kedar: d:w 
ana nvi jnan ni^n1 ubtD n^Dnn rrnns V^n Dn^ -^scm^ Dnmra «■;« \^hsria 
Dn»J'3?i (cf. Harkavy, AUjud. Denkm&ler, p. 106). Cf; also the Responsa of 
Levi b. Habib, no. 79 : «^« nupinoi nmion mail vrh J'W fwiico D'J'anic . . 
'm D'piDDi niTQi N'n jnten to. 

* Edited from a Leyden MS. (Oat. Steinschneider, no. 41 •) by Pinsker, 
p. 55 seq. 
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Gaon^. But this identification can hardly be considered 
correct, because the language of Menahem points clearly 
to a Byzantine Karaite, e.g. 713J for "definition" (p. 59, 
1. 7), njy in the sense of "i. e." (= Arab, j^ ; ibid., 1. a8), 
expressions that the ancient Karaites in the East do not 
know. Consequently our poem cannot have been directed 
against Saadiah. Menahem belongs to a much later time, 
and is adduced here only for the purpose of showing that 
he does not belong to the category of the Karaite authors 
dealt with here by us. The lifetime of Menahem can, in 
any case, be determined with a certain probability. On 
the one hand, he is doubtless identical with the Karaite 
liturgical poet, Menahem b. Michael, of whose writings we 
possess (among others) a Zion Ode ^, so that he could not 
have composed any poetry before Jehuda Halevi. On the 
other hand, he is akeady cited by Aaron b. Joseph in the 
Mibhar (composed 1 294) on Gen. xxvii. 3 (ed. fol. 50 b). 
We shall therefore not go wrong if we assume that he 
flourished somewhere in the second half of the twelfth 
century. For other proofs of a later date, see Geiger 
(iiom nsiN, IV, 31) and Schorr (p^nn, VI, 76).] 

It is thus established that only three Karaites disputed 
with Saadiah during his lifetime. The other two, who, 
according to Sahl, likewise refuted the Fayumite during 
his life, certainly developed their main literary activity 
after the demise of the Gaon. This is also true of 

5. Salmon b. Jeroham (Arab. Sulejman b. Buheim), 
about the circumstances of whose life we possess hardly 

' It is superfluous to enter into the other identifications of Pinsker 
(such as that of Menahem b. Michael with Menahem ha-Gisni, &c.), as 
their impossibility has long been proved. 

» Begins WD nnp' D'on ''» J:ipn jvs (."Karaite Prayer Book," ed. Wilna, 
1890, 1, 134 ; cf. Landshut, Amude ha-Aboda, p. 76). Other liturgical poems 
of Menahem are: two Kinnot, DOil 'jip'j uw 1133 and 'nnsn 'ni:3iEn 
D'wi mp wsn (ibid., I, 127 and 135), and a Seliha, beginning piss 'nS« 
'nn»\D ■ym (ibid., Ill, 316 ; cf. Pinsker, p. 139, no. 25 ; lacking in Luzzatto, 
!)'iiD nbnj, in nra isw, 1884, p. 4). 
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any authentic information ^. His Hebrew polemical work 
against Saadiah, written in wretched rhymes, is the only 
one that has been preserved from remote times, and this 
has been only partly edited. It was possibly composed 
while Saadiah was yet alive, about 940. I have already 
analysed its contents thoroughly in another connexion, and 
referred there especially to its snarling tone^. Salmon 
wanted to render this work into Arabic too for the people, 
but we do not know whether this was carried out. In any 
case no Arabic version has been preserved. 

Besides this polemical work Salmon also composed 
a series of Biblical commentaries, which were probably 
all issued in the sixth decade of the tenth century 
(i.e. after Saadiah 's death), and which have been preserved 
partly in the original Arabic, partly in a Hebrew transla- 
tion. Here, too, aggressive war is waged against Saadiah ^, 
especially in the Commentary on Psalms (MS. in St. Peters- 
burg). Salmon speaks here of Saadiah as of a com- 
pletely unknown man ('•Dval^Na f|njjv abh nxy '•a mnsB'i), 
and refutes his view that the Psalms might be recited 
as prayers only in the Temple and only with musical 
accompaniment*. Then he also controverts another view 
of Saadiah, that entire psalms are prophecies of David, 
and that the royal minstrel had assigned many of them 
to the sons of Moses and to other Levites, to be sung*. 

* See in particular Steinsclineider, loc. cit., § 40 (also ibid., 
p. 340). 

' J. Q. B., VIII, 684 seq. I have since published many more passages 
from it, thus ibid., X, 371 ; Z.f. H. B., Ill, 172 ; and Kaufmann-Gedenkbuch, 
p. 186. 

' Sahl's statement, quoted above, is thus confirmed, that Salmon con- 
ducted his campaign against Saadiah in his lifetime as well as after his 
death. 

* See the passage in question in Neubauer, Studia BiUica, III, 18. It is 
not difficult to see that Saadiah with this assertion aimed at an ordinance 
of 'AnSn. See above, notes, p. 218. 

* Ibid., p. 19. According to Saadiah, e. g., the heading rreJoS in Ps. xc 
means as much as neo ■'3a'? (he points to Judges i. 3, where Trnrr and ytmw 
likewise stand for mm' '3a and psjoio '33), the heading Ttohvb, in Ps. Ixxii, 



222 THE JEWISH QUAKTERLY REVIEW 

On Psalm cii, 14 there is a rather long excursus on the 
reckoning of the year of redemption, where likewise a 
vigorous attack is made on Saadiah. I have edited in full and 
thoroughly discussed this excursus ', which Salmon again 
repeats almost verbally on Canticles ii. 1 1. On Psalm civ. 19 
Salmon quotes his ''Wsha ''bv *i"l^N 3^^, but it is doubtful 
whether he means here the Hebrew or the Arabic work ^. 
In connexion with cxl. 6 is related the often discussed fact 
that Saadiah denied that the Talmud speaks of physical 
struggles between the followers of Shammai and those of 
Hillel. This passage has also been thoroughly examined 
by me *. 

In the commentaries on Echa and Kohelet, the only ones 
that I saw complete in the original Arabic, I found nothing 
polemical against Saadiah and especially nothing objec- 
tionable against the Rabbanites, who are elsewhere so 
violently attacked by Salmon*. Perhaps, therefore, 
Steinschneider is right in doubting their genuineness^, 
which has yet, in any case, to be established. 

Finally, it may be mentioned that, according to Ibn 

al-Hiti, Salmon died in Aleppo during Saadiah's lifetime. 

The latter is said to have followed the funeral procession 

and to have pronounced a eulogy on the departed. All 

this naturally belongs to the realm of fiction (from mere 

chronological considerations), but still it is possible that 

Salmon indeed died in Aleppo®. We now know that 

Saadiah stayed in this town, even before his appointment 

as Gaon (about 921)'', but at that time Salmon was just 

a new-born babe. 

is equal to " on Solomon," &e. Even David's authorship of any psalm is 
not to be disputed. 

1 " Miscellen Tiber Saadja," III, Berlin, 1901 (reprint from Monatsschrift, 
XHV, 400-16 and 508-29). " See Pinsker, p. 133. 

^ Kaufmann-Gedenkbuch, pp. 169 seq. (For a correction see my m') n'^nn, 
Warsaw, 1902, p. 16 ; cf. also M(matsschrift, XLVI, 376.) 

* See J. Q. E., VIII, 689 ; XIII, 337. 

» Hebr. BiUiog., XIII, 103 (cf. U.i.J., XLI, 305). 

« SeeZ./. jr.JB.,II, 79. 

^ In a letter to his pupils, dated 92a, on the dispute about the Calendar 
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6. Hasan (or Husein) ben Mashia!b^, according to the 
above-cited account of Sahl, wrote polemics against Saadiah 
both in bis lifetime and after his death. He is also said to 
have tried to hold a dispute with the Gaon verbally, but 
the latter roughly repulsed him. He succeeded, however, 
in obtaining one of Saadiah's anti- Karaite writings (which 
the author is said never to have allowed to leave his 
possession), and refuted it immediately (in a separate 
work?) ^ It is, of course, difl&cult to establish how much 
truth is contained in this report, but in any case Ben 
Mashiah ought to be a contemporary of Saadiah, although 
a considerably younger one. According to Ibn al-Hiti, 
who often had good information at his disposal, Ben 
Mashiah, who lived in Bagdad, disputed with his fellow- 
townsman, the Christian physician, Ab£l 'Ali 'Isa b. Zar'a. 
The latter wrote his polemical work against the Jews in 
the year 387 of the Hegira ( = 997), and if we assume that 
this disputation took place before the appearance of this 
work, that is, about a few years before 997, and that Ben 
Mashiah was already an old man then, he can hardly have 
been engaged in literary activity before 940. Hence 
al-Hiti is quite right in coupling him with Salmon b. 
Jeroham, as they were of about the same age ^. 

with Ben Meir, Saadiah says : 'i3i ly "©an D'TtaSnn rapo i«i i*)™ 'jtwi '3 n 
{Saadyana, ed. Schechter, p. 25, 1. 12 ; cf. J. Q. iJ., IX, 37, and R. i. J., 
XL VIII, 149, note 3). 

' For the literature about him refer to my article in Jete^ Encyel., a. v. 
(VI, S47 ; where, however, the determination of the period of his life 
must be modified in accordance with the present conclusions), and Zur 
jUd.-arab. Litter., p. 47. 

' Pinsker, p. 37 : sin noN ns D« '3 T^ N'3D (tvhk) Vi) Tvn vh dji , . . 
nn Tosi p9s\D i» ^^^3 nnn im« N'am (?)nn'3'ao itodj TSpn n'tcn jrn . . . ym 
Drra nn«i vnpn ^2 ■» it nnnn vna D«'sin Nb ans -iws nnBDm .''wn -p -p "^ 
'131 T"na vhs T\cm n'tcn ^i ti to. For continuation see above, p. 211. 

' See /. Q. B., IX, 434 : nniT ji jintoi n"on ja (sic) ]Dn')« ia« j'S'icb^ . . . 
nspw DniT fai -wrai 'd nrfta rmpjco n^w n'wtD ja j«3i 'nvBbx j«m 'c «3«3 
»n'D IT (?)j'»aD oMrtw nrtwDi 'd (1. fim) Sno ja 'D'S ['"»] ia«i . , . a'jn 'b 
fiwiD'** fib»DT')Si im in (1. «nts3ni) «m«3ni niainb.^ nioo ja«a nsw Dfi nirrb« % 
TAv Sjd wrtSn;? nSnsn. The date 387 is confirmed by Ibn abi Ogeibia (ed. 
Miiller, I, 236, 1, 10 from bottom). Ibn Zar'a was born in August, 943, 



224 THE JEWISH QUARTERLY REVIEW 

Of Ben Mashiah's polemics against Saadiah, we are 
principally acquainted with a passage directed against the 
Gaon's defence of the antiquity of the present calendar- 
system, in which Ben Mashiah refers to "Sadducean writings 
(riVITV^N ana, Dii?ns lana), which are known among the 
people." This passage has been preserved in Arabic, in 
a commentary on Exodus, of which Sahl or perhaps even 
Ben Mashiah himself is the author, and in Hebrew in 
a fragment that originates from Hadassi ^. Besides this, 
a MS. has been recently published, in which Ben Mashiah 
reproduces a complete Hebrew treatise on the calendar 
of an otherwise unknown Rabbanite, Joshua b. 'Al&n ^, and 
which writing perhaps originally formed the constituent 
part of a polemical work by Ben Mashiah. 

7. 'Abti 'Anftn Isaac b. 'All b. Isaac was, according to 
Ibn al-Hiti, an important Karaite scholar, who in a special 
work, entitled JNID^'N axna (?), tilted his controversial pen 
against Saadiah among others. I have already compiled 
in another place the little that is known about him, and 
there shown that he probably flourished about the middle 
of the tenth century *. 

8. Abu-1-Tajjib al-Jebeli (Hebr. Samuel b. Asher b. 
Manstlr)* is also mentioned by Sahl among the Karaites 
who wrote polemical works against Saadiah after his death. 
According to Ibn al-Hiti, he is said to have been a contem- 
porary of Abu-1-Faraj HarAn ; but as the latter flourished 
about 1036, al-Jebeli could not have been cited by Sahl. 
According to a further account of Ibn al-Hiti, al-Jebeli 
disputed with the head of a school, Menahem, after he 
became acquainted with a work of a son of Menahem 

and died at the beginning of May, 1008 ; see Fihrist, I, 264 ; II, 121. Of. 
also Steinschneider, Polem, u. apolog. Literafur, pp. 146-7. 

' Both versions ai-e published and discussed by me in R. E. J,, XLV, 
176-7, where all particulars may be found. 

" Edited in riTBsn, 1899, nos. 141-2, and again in pan, IV, 73 (cf. 
Zur jM.-arab. Litter., I.e.). 

' See ibid., pp. 15, 16. 

' See on him my short article in Jew. Encyd., VII, 16 a^ 
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addressed to a certain AbA T^bit^. If this Menahem, 
as I conjecture, is identical with another of the same 
name, who addressed inquiries in Arabic to Saadiah (see 
}"un I, 91)^, then al-Jebeli could likewise have composed 
his polemical work about the middle of the tenth century. 

9. 'All b. Hasan (or Husein) likewise figures in Sahl's 
list among Saadiah's disputants, but there are ho par- 
ticulars known about him. Pinsker (p. N''p) identifies 
him with the grandfather of Levi b. Jefet, who, in his 
Muqaddima (ibid., p. 64, where 'Ali b. pn^N), mentions 
a commentary on the Pentateuch by him. Accordingly, 
'AU, as he was the father of Jefet, would have flourished 
about 960-70. But there is a lack of sufficient proof for 
this, and, besides, the authenticity of the Muqaddima 
is not quite free from doubt^. 

10. David b. Abraham al-Fftsi is the author of a com- 
prehensive and voluminous Hebrew dictionary in Arabic, 
bearing the title jnJK or ONsi'N^K y»«j axna. Pinsker and 
Neubauer have published detailed specimens from it, and 
placed the author in the second half of the tenth century, 
soon after Saadiah. On the other hand, there was no lack 
of attempts, especially on the part of Schorr, to place him 
in the twelfth century, after Ibn Ezra. But one will have 
to decide for the first date*. In this lexicon Saadiah is 

' J. Q.B., IX, 435 : 'batts 3"td'!« i3«a r)nj)QS« 112:0 ji iics p hinov jio^wi 
n2Db«i a^iMbM '0 (in6wni=) NisMm jnsn hsSN (I. 'nM) las jio'jw j«ot 'd jn3 
a«Dm •ffina')« incbn 'D fi^Npn rti ns rn '"» i3» 'Vio^ '«t '"» jsai S'SHicVh 
rift iTT'S niNn '3» »^s dtoq p riypt '*» ncipi iw noto \cmi Dmo '"» it i'tid'jw. 
Al-Jebeli's work against the Mahzor-cycle and the calculation of the 
Molad must be identical with the polemical treatise against Saadiah, 
as these subjects form the principle theme of polemics. When Ibn 
al-Hiti says further, that al-Jebeli was of the opinion of Abu "Ali, 
i.e. Jefet, one need not yet conclude from this that he followed him, 
but that their opinions on this point were in agreement. 

^ C£ Steinschneider, Arab. Liter, d. Juden, § 30 (and also ibid., p. 339). 

' Cf. also Steinschneider, J. Q. B., X, 539, and my Zur Jud.-arab. Litter., 
p. 49, 1. ult. 

* See the literature dealing with the matter in Steinschneider, pp. 86 
and 341, and in Bacher, Jew. Encycl., s. v. (IV, 459, 460). 

VOL. XVIII. Q 
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quoted twice s.v. ^ (Pinsker, p. io8), and his interpreta- 
tion of the verses Gen. i. ii, 13, is refuted. In these verses 
the yielding of fruit-bearing trees only is mentioned, not 
of ordinary trees (see Nahmanides on the passage). Now 
Saadiah must have explained ver. 1 1 in such a way, that 
the latter are to be understood by ''"IB J'J>, i. e. trees that are 
a fruit of the earth, as opposed to fruit-bearing trees, which 
are '''ns ncy. Ver. 12 is shortened, and should also read here 
11B ncy [na] yv. This explanation of Saadiah, which is 
combated by David b. Abraham, is, however, in contra- 
diction to the Gaon's translation of the particular two verses. 

11. Abu Sa'id (?) David b. Boaz, the Prince (O'n^N, N''B'Jn), 
according to a genealogical list of Solomon the Prince 
(Pinsker, p. 52), '^^ ^^ *^® ^^^^ generation of descent 
from 'An^n. Hence David would have flourished about 
910 (approximately 5x30 = 150 years after 'AnS,n), and 
have been a contemporary of Saadiah. On the other hand, 
according to Ibn al-Hiti, David composed his commentary 
on Kohelet in the year 383 of the Hegira (=993), and was 
mentioned even after Levi b. Jefet by the Solomon referred 
to ^ so that David would belong to the last quarter of the 
tenth century. This date seems to me also to be the more 
correct, principally because David, so far as is yet known, 
is first quoted by Joseph al-Basir in the nnjJIJsn lao^. 
Hadassi also mentions him between Jefet and his son^, 
though this may be accidental. 

Of David's works Ibn al-Hiti mentions, besides the 
commentary on Kohelet, still another on the Pentateuch 
and a book on the principles of religion (i'Wsi'N axna)*. 

* J. Q. B., IX, 432 : fhjn'jS TAr TOD 'D rfirrp ncasn fw m lyia p m T'dSxi 
"jiswbx a«n3i rmrt» TDCn nVi ; and ibid. : «Vn« lai (S'icot rrohv 's) mt6 .... 
.TIT dA mVii nsaVs 'to in« nn no^ las on 'JSDpip^s Dii ^«':t en jna'n on }» 
j'»o:» orrte n« finm (?)% ia« nteo^x on s'cjbN wa ja. 

" See the passage in Pinsker, p. 199 (of. also ibid., p. «>p)- 
' Eshkoi, 241, D : [to] D'jna min nooai lanan isw iDoa »san ■avrmt .... 
'^■y\ -w -sTi HD' (1. jai) ]ai s'ujjn titi nc^i hrm mntein. 

* The composition of such a work also points rather to a post-Saadyanic 
Kai'aite than to a contemporary. 
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Of the Pentateucli commentary there have been preserved 
only considerable parts in MS., namely, on Leviticus and 
on the second half of Deuteronomy in St. Petersburg ; on 
Exod. XXV. i-xxxiii. 13 in the British Museum (Catalogue 
Margoliouth, Vol. I, No. 384), and, in addition, on the whole 
of Exodus in a modem copy in the Karaite synagogue in 
Jerusalem ^. According to Harkavy (Z. A. T.W., I, 157), 
David, in the St. Petersburg MS., frequently controverted 
Saadiah, not expressly naming him, however, but only 
designating him as ^i"i^« Nin. In the London MS. there 
are two such passages (fol. 19 a on xxv. 3a and foL 31 b 
on xxvii. 4), and in both the discussion is about the 
construction of appurtenances of the tabernacle 2. 

Besides this MS. of the British Museum, Margoliouth 
has been trying to show that some other MSS. of the 
same collection also have David as their author, but the 
demonstration is not everywhere quite convincing^. We 
have to consider only two of them here. The one (MS. 
Or. 3494^; Cat. No. 318^) contains a commentary on the 
first pericope of Leviticus (the beginning and end are 
missing), and in two passages (flf. lb, 4b) there is a hit 
at the hi'-ha vnn. The second is much more important 
(Or. 3495; Cat. No. 306). This MS., of which I have 
a copy of a few excerpts, contains a very detailed com- 
mentary on Lev. xi. i-xv. 35. Of authors mentioned here 
besides the Talmudists (designated p^N^N and pJNmi'N) and 
'An§,n, only Saadiah is very often cited*, sometimes as 
iDVB^N, sometimes also as bi'hiA N'ln, his name being 
accompanied by the formula ni>i'N^ rn. The points on which 
Saadiah's views are combated naturally concern the laws 
of purity, but they are mostly questions of subordinate 

■ See Steinschneider, § 39 (also ibid., p. 340). 

' See the beginning of both passages in Margoliouth's Catalogue, where 
Saadiah is referred to in the one as hi^^'yti -fji, and in the other as bh^ «in. 
In this MS. David is also called imp wa ja tn t»D 13« (the entire MS. is 
otherwise, without exception, written with Arabic letters). 

» Of. B. A J., XLI, 305, 306. 

* See the list of passages in Margoliouth's Catalogue. 

Q3 
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importance. Once (fol. i8i a, on xv. 25 ; see further, 
p. 233) the prescriptions about menstruous women are 
also discussed. The controversy is conducted calmly and 
pertinently. Different expressions are adduced, e. g. 
i?'i *Snp' D^ p^JN nnxo iN (fol. 47 a) ^ ; tons i&H w-ini (ibid.) 
mniN «D bi:)2 (fol. 78a); nh^p opo* «d n*i>y njIi npe (foL 179 b) 
aNM^N NiJi "iDji'N nnfix^ n^ . . . rhap tva ni>Di (fol. 182 a), &c. 
Thus, unlike the Karaite custom elsewhere observed, only 
views but not personalities are combated. In one passage 
the author refutes an opinion of Saadiah, which is really 
that of the Talmud (viz., the well-known explanation of 
U'6 on pa in Deut. xvii 8, that what is intended here is 
a decision respecting the pure and impure blood of a men- 
struous woman, see Sifre, ad loc, and parallel passages), and 
he refers to his own commentary on this verse (fol. 155 a): 
1K3 i?i) iB> TOO fis> i6 ('•Di'-a^K *N) nbvp ND y^Dj |N d^yN . . . 
niK'SJ Di IS in ^pi fN nosih mvt m: on *a in cnh en pa n^p 
p5k) in iK hia ina npa ■<b» JKnn^s T-ro ''^x Mit? pa ypn i-iiiK 
pNXpi>K ND3N1 njD Sni3 ^^^ }N '?'!'' asmi'? nan ni^ip Ni^Ni na 
t6^ QWDn nan jd nan m3 on o^b) Daxn^N nox }» !?npi nistt 
i'«ini>N lany* «03 ndj^jn Nnanyn ini'N r\))st:bti jo in b an nan 
5n^ ND pioa^N N-in moan •<q nj*3 npi nnxo n>a o>b) ynr naaty 
I^N noxa ann jn ■'i'y^. The Karaite author doubtless used 
as his source in every case Saadiah's commentary on the 
Pentateuch, and we should thus possess here important 
fragments of this vanished work. 

12. Jefet b. 'Ali ha-Lewi (Arab. Abtl 'All Hasan b. 'Ali 
al-Basri) must have flourished in the last quarter of the 
tenth century ^ He is the most prolific Karaite exegete of 

• See the whole passage in R. J&.J., XLV, 56. 

^ Perhaps the Samaritan Munajja b. Sedaqa also disputes with Saadiah 
on this point ; see Wreschner, Samarit Traditionen, p. 33. Cf. also Keter 
Tora, ad loc. (fol. 20 b). 

' His commentary on Daniel, which is apparently one of his latest 
commentaries (perhaps even the latest), appeared about the year 1000. 
See D. S. Margoliouth's preface to his edition of this commentary (Oxford, 
1889), p. V. 
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the Bible, for he translated the entire twenty-four books 
of Scripture into Arabic and commented upon them very 
fully, partly at least in two recensions (Pentateuch, Psalms ?; 
see iJ.^. J'.,XLI, 306). The commentaries of Jefet, especially 
that on the Pentateuch, afford very much valuable material 
for the history of the older Karaite literature and theology ; 
but of the many MSS. extant in St. Petersburg, London, 
Oxford, Paris, Berlin, &c., unfortunately only a comparatively 
small portion has been edited \ 

According to Sahl, Abii'Ali Hasan al-Basri, i. e. Jefet, like- 
wise combated Saadiah in a special work, which is further 
corroborated by Jefet's own statements. The composition 
of such a work is promised in the passage on Gen. i. 14. 
After Jefet advances controversial arguments about the 
calendar against Saadiah in very thorough fashion^, he 
adds that he has entered into this dispute only incidentally, 
because his main purpose is to present here an exposition 
of Holy Writ. But should God vouchsafe him the time, 
then he wUl refute the views of Saadiah in a special treatise 
(DK-13 fvjrhti ispN n'? ^3N atoisN sin >s iKpijK Di>y^ jn ajM . . . 

*iii>Ni nriNsi'KDD }vy man mnj nn'b)) NipnoNi riai'NDDS'N axa ^b 
nbba HDD fNi yKDnxi'N ijonn^ »b) ■CDBn axna mtih iNsnaNa t^nby 
^B nnafiK nd j?^»j "hv ''inn'' asna 3Nai>N «ini> mis -ioyi»H ^b 
axai 3N3 b ^B Tvbv NO nn6Ni nht'ji -i^DNBni'N ana p nana 
i?» yn n^^N nb> ]H). On the other hand, in the passage 
on Exod. XXXV. 3 (published by Pinsker, p. 20), he 
quotes this controversial treatise as already in existence : 
rh nsijN n^N 3Nnai>N 'b n>''j?iD ^bv n3 mm Noa i?"!) . . . 
Jefet's polemical work, like many others, is now lost, 

^ A review of the known and available MSS. and of the parts edited 
BO far is given by Steinschneider in Die arab. Liter, d. Juden, § 44 (also ibid., 
p. 341, and Zur JUd.-ardb. Litter., p. 49 ; add the MS. no. 234 of the 
library of the Alliance isr. nniv. In Paris, containing the comm. on 
Lev. xxvi. 38-xxvii, cf. B. i. J., XLIX, 286, and the translation of Gen. viii. 
1-22, and ix. i8-a8, printed in Kahle, Vie arab. Bibel&hcrsetzungen, pp. 29-31). 

^ See J. Q. R., X, 246. 
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and we do not know whether he composed it in Arabic, 
like all his other works, or in Hebrew, like a work directed 
against Jacob b. Samuel, to be mentioned below. But 
although Jefet maintains that he will not expand his 
commentary by a controversy with Saadiah or with other 
opponents of the Karaites, he does nevertheless indulge in 
polemics, especially in the Pentateuch commentary, very 
often and very thoroughly against the nainDbx DNl, and 
quotes rather long passages both from anti-Karaite works 
as well as from the Bible commentaries of Saadiah^. 
I now proceed to give a survey of the passages in question 
from Jefet's commentaries, so far as I have them before me 
either in printed foi'm or in manuscript excerpts^. I arrange 
them according to subject-matter, and must observe that 
here especially Jefet very often repeats himself verbally. 

I. On the justification of the Oral Law in general, its 
divinity and necessity: Exod. xxi. ^3 (here Jefet defends 
very thoroughly especially the method of analogy, CJ'pNT, 
DN'p, applied by the Karaites) and Dan. xii. 4 (ed. D. S. 
Margoliouth, p. 141). Contrary to his usual custom, Jefet 
uses, in the last passage, very harsh words, and says that 
Saadiah and his party, in maintaining that one must with- 
out personal investigation follow the representatives of the 
prophets, that is, the teachers of the Mishna and Talmud, 
have thereby led Israel into ruin, and so forth ^. Jefet treats 

1 See ibid., 341 seq., the passages from Saadiah's anti-Karaite writings 
preserved by Jefet. Saadiah's commentary on the Pentateuch, e. g., is 
expressly mentioned by Jefet on Gen i. 14 : fisp^N fiin i>cDn »d nSp nod . . . 
^ Tw» nWrr pai ovn j^a Snan'n nVipi I'jip ini n'UJMnn 'd ; Exod. xxi. 33 : on . . . 
i/n* Vip> Dw WM Dipa -p »nDWi 'b ninu) rrt«i tcdh >b t^ n3i3i m«d ■]'7i so ; 
xxiii. 15 : f]nn rram «-iin wn n'sncs nao teo 'd 'dvd'jn ams on now iSii . . . 
•iSw rtSip ini i>)ini ; xxiv. 4 : »d p63 . . . »n nW.^ a«ra % naw npD 'ovbSn most 
■fi^ fjina fpn ysin^N «-irt i'ddh ; Lev. xviii. 6 : rrSs ani «d fi'Kan nine ... 
^ Dsn picbSn ri'a tdbd 'd ^ovbVn. 

* I use copies from the most varied libraries. 

' 'OVB^N hip hno T^nSs awnsM bip j«^ioa '■» 9in KniNiriji Vn«p«SM niriB . . . 
lina^N JO in nSbw f'tns tpsn jn ^^y D'b il)«pi ufn «aa btn*)' la^ns jn')« nvai 
rtanaa d«An uto«b . . . iio^nS«i TOarabw 3«nsN Dm n'33nS» ^ahbh I'Sprts ain . . . 
^ fiBiimbN. Cf. also my conclusions in B. i. J., XLI, 183 seq. 
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this subject also in some other passages of his commentaries, 
and disputes here with the Babbanites in general. He 
clearly hints at Saadiah in the passage on Deut. xxxiii. 14, 
and there employs similar expressions to those used in the 
Daniel passage: DW^N %ib i'BKai'K h^pbb lonyD }«i fN pD"! 
i?i< nana ^a ^nam fiDnatD ^''-ispxa nn-by oJ?^ Noa i?n^« is. 

a. Questions of calendar-science : hence the rise and age 
of the present calendar, validity of the Dehijot, fixing of 
leap-years, &c. — questions that are known to have been in 
the very centre of the controversy between Rabbanites and 
Karaites. The chief passage is Gen. i. 14 (partly edited 
J, Q. JR.f X, 246 seq. ; cf. also above), where Saadiah's theory 
about the great age of the calendar-system is quoted from 
his Kitdh al-tamjiz and the Pentateuch commentary and 
very thoroughly refuted. There further belong to this 
section: Gen, viii. 3 (the chronology of the Flood is here 
considered, and various questions of calendar -lore are 
discussed; cf. J.Q.B., X, 241 ); xlix, 14 (partly the same 
as on i. 14 ; cf. ibid., 248, n. 3 ; Saadiah's proof from 
I Chron. xii. 33^ is chiefly refuted here)^; Exod. xii. a (see 
ibid., 248, n. 3, and 353) ; xxiii. 15 (on the determination of 
the a^3N, hence on the question of the intercalary month; 
in two versions); xxxiv. 18 (on the same subject; Jefet 
refers here to the second version of his commentary on xii. a 
n'»B Koa rt-ii^ba nioiba ''s ba^ mn mm •'a n'hv wm *ipi 
niNsa); Lev. xxiii. 3 (partly the same as on Gen. i. 14); 
xxiii. 5 (likewise in two versions ; see J. Q. M., X, 349 and 
253); Deut. xvi. I (see ibid., 250 and 253); xxxiii. 18 
(likewise on the proof from i Chron. xii. 33) ; and i Sam. 
XX. 37 (see ibid., 351). In many of these passages Jefet 
affords interesting material also about the history of the 
calendar among various sectarians and kindred matter (see 
e.g., ibid., 265, n. a). 

' The same thing is again repeated by Sahl (in Pinsker, p. 37 ; of. further 
infra, p. 24a), Levi b. Jefet in his nisnn idd (see non 013 , VIIL 56), Jeshua 
b. Jehuda (»an n'toma, MS. Leyden, 41', f. 89 b), and Aaron b. Elias (p» p, 
f. 4 c ; the latter two without mentioning Saadiah). 
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3. The kindling of fire on the Sabbath, a question likewise 
often discussed in Karaite polemics. The Karaites, as is 
well known, not only prohibit the kindling of fire on the 
Sabbath, but even the continued burning of anything — 
a severity derived, as I have recently shown {R. iS. J-, 
XLIV, 174 seq.), from the expanded meaning of the word 
nasi'D. Jefet often deals with this subject, viz. Exod. iii. 2 ; 
XX. 10 (Saadiah is mentioned here only cursorily at the 
end: «in p yoiN mbs raoba ibsno onnn ^a D^aw imi . , . 
DN1 mai ND VDJ Yp::) riitinbti j«id in '•i'?t< va nyan i6 •'a 
nV?» pj?3 fi2''nDi'N) ; XXXV. 3 (this is the detailed passage to 
which Jefet previously refers ; Saadiah 'a entire proofs are 
here adduced and thoroughly refuted ; of. Pinsker, pp. 1 8, 90) ; 
Lev. xxiii. 3 (completely the same as on Exod. xxxv. 3); 
Deut. V. 13 (here Saadiah is adduced only anonymously: 
^jNiayi'N ia Nmjn inj^n '<by fpviti in -)jj3»i |n bw btip ixa . . . 
ii'N ni) b^p finaio ; this conception of the word in Judges xv. 5 
is that of Saadiah) ; xxv. 4 (see /. Q. B., X, 251). 

4. On the time of sacrificing the Paschal offering : Exod. 
xii. 6. This question is notably linked together with the 
Karaite interpretation of the concept D''3"ij;n pa, which 
deviates essentially from the Rabbinical : see my remarks 
in B. J6. J., XLV, 176 seq. 

5. The fixing of the time of Pentecost, i.e. the interpreta- 
tion of nD{J>n irnnDD, one of the differences that the Karaites 
have taken from the Boethusians (see Monatsschrift, XLI, 
ao6, and J. Q. B., XVI, 407) : Lev. xxiii. 15 (edited by 
Hirschfeld, Arabic Chrestomathy, p. 109 seq., Jefet's most de- 
tailed passage on this subject ; of. also J. Q.B., X, 2^0, n. a) ; 
Num. xxxiii. 3 (here Jefet refers to the former passage: 
jsnnN ND >B ria-'no^w dni '<bv Ii^n '•a DNbiJN wyoix n» ipi . . . 
i?K nacn mnoo mb Dmaoi 'a onanNno riNariN 'a p^jia-iiji') ; 
Deut. xvi. 9 (very detailed ; Saadiah is not expressly 
mentioned here, but is designated as bi'tbi< Nnn, once also 
as rJNaii>i» DUibti pya); Joshua v. 11 (here also Saadiah is 
cited only anonymously: in noan mnOD ]tt "p p Vibi ipa 
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i?« It^V nno Of)', Ezek. xlvi. la (here also nat? signifies 
not festival, but Sabbath ; cf. further below). 

6. Laws of Purity. Of the differences existing between 
Rabbanites and Karaites on this point, the prescriptions 
about menstruous women come in specially for considera- 
tion. There are two points in particular, one concerning 
the interpretation of niriD *»1 in Lev. xii. 5, where the 
Karaites follow the severe view of the Sadducees (see Geiger, 
Jiid. Zeitschrift, II, 27; cf. also below), and the other 
dealing with the determination of the colours in the impure 
blood of a menstruous woman, which, according to the 
Talmud, is five-fold (see, e.g., Aaron b. Elia, pj? jj, fol. iioa 
seqq.; cf. also Z.f. H.B. IV, ao). Jefet combats Saadiah on 
the first point, on Lev. xii. 7 (Saadiah says here, among 
other things, one must, according to Prov. xxii. 28, follow 
the wise: b's^ cnoD ibi b\2p aii ipi i?^ uiiN ci^Mn^N jn Dyn 
•ii5« yrwxa i«fj; nsj'N ohy haa jon i^N SKnai'K, and this leads 
Jefet to a short digression on the Oral Law) ; and on the 
second point, on Lev. xv. 19. 

7. MaiTiage laws, notably one of the most difficult and 
complicated chapters in the legal lore of the Karaites, 
especially in regard to the forbidden degrees of relation- 
ship. Nevertheless, in his controversy with Saadiah, Jefet 
mostly touches only subordinate points, which are besides 
more of an exegetical nature. Thus, on Lev. xviii. 6, con- 
cerning the expression ^B'a *1NB' (ci. Kaufmann-Oedenkbuch, 
p. 175 ; Jefet also considers here the interpretation of Ezra 
X. 3, on which further below) ; on xviii. 15, on the ex- 
pression irbs, which, according to Saadiah, includes also 
the son's betrothed, so that the words la ns5>N had to be 
added here. Much more detailed is the controversy about 
Levirate marriage, on xviii. 18. Here Jefet follows the 
opinion of 'Aniln, according to which D"'nK, in Deut. xxv. 5, 
means not "brethren" but "kindred" (cf. B.£.J., XLV, 
61 seq.), and among other things very thoroughly refutes 
Saadiah's proof, that just as the prohibition of Lev. xviii. 
16 is limited by the command of Deut. xxv. 5, so also a 
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biblical prohibition can be liable to limitation by another 
command (or, in other words, n*i» nnn nE>y, cf. B.£.J., 
XXXIV, 169), as e.g. the prohibition of Exod. xx. 10 by 
the command of Num. xxviii. 9 \ 

8. Civil law : Exod. xxi. 24 (published and discussed in 
Monatsackrift, XLI, 305), where Jefet upholds the literal 
interpretation of the jus talionis, and at the same time 
disputes with Saadiah, without mentioning his name. 

9. Exegetical and miscellaneous matters : Gen. i. 3 (com- 
municated by Munk, Notice stir Ahou 'l-Walid, p. 40, n. i : 
i^N dinn }D inn pKpriB'N bvi }» oija ipl . . . ; Saadiah is meant, 
see Ibn Ezra, ad loc.) ; xv. 9 (a refutation of Saadiah's alle- 
gorical interpretation of the kinds of beasts mentioned here, 
where the Gaon partly follows the Midrash^; especially 
interesting are Jefet's concluding words : OKI '•N) NK'D "i?a , , . 

|D ci^D ip isai? yjND -!'•« bmrh^ *^« r\imt> p pwi>« ai5N p 
fiT'Mi'X rip^r^N run) ; xix. 11 (Saadiah is said to have main- 
tained that l^3N''l in xviii. 8 referred to Ishmael and the 
servants of Abraham 1 In the translation there is no trace 
of this) ; Exod. iii. a (communicated by Pinsker, p. 7a ; on 
the explanation of K'N na^) ^ ; xi. 4 (? see Munk, 1. c., p. 41) ; 
xxiv. 4 (according to Saadiah what is related here hap- 
pened on Sivan 9, soon after the Revelation) ; xxx. la (on 
Dmsa fiD3* ; Saadiah is quoted here anonymously : '''i?Na . . . 

^ The words of Jefet in question are : bdSi nT |n »:nnD«VN Van D'bi . . . 
»dvdV« n-ni» n^« toid >ji o'lcaa '2a> naton om bno osno tota St ndjsi tennn 
■iSs D'«i33 *:« ramn am ]'ai D'n« lato' 'a j'a pnoSx «inD nana n:«D. These 
words of Jefet must be the basis of Aaron b. Elias' conclusions, which are 
interesting though tinged with a philosophical tendency {dan Eden, f. 159). 
Cf. also Pinsker, p. 66. 

* This interpretation of Saadiah is also criticized by Dunash b. Labrat 
(no. 7), cf. Ibn Ezra's in' no® , no. 7, and Lippmann's notes on it, as well as 
Geiger's Wiss. Zeitschr.,Y, 311, and nan ma,. V, loi. On the Agadio 
interpretation of the "Vision of Beasts especially see Steinschneider, Polem. 
u. apcHog, Liter., p. a66seq., and on Saadiah's principles in his allegories, see 
the passages quoted Monatssehri/i, XLI, 208, n. 3. 

' For the original of Saadiah's commentaiy on this verse, see Z.A.T.W., 

I, 15a. 

♦ The particular passage from Saadiah's commentary on this verse in 
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i?» njD b *a mv jxa Cliaa piD3 }n fo) ; Isa. lii 1$ (pub- 
lished by Neubauer, The SSfd Chapter of Isaiah, &c. ; on the 
Servant of God); Jer. xxxvi. i (see my n3 DWD un *3nna 
B'ipn ^anai? uiri, p. 31, n. 9 ; the Megillah mentioned here 
cannot possibly mean Echa, as Saadiah following the Talmud 
maintains) ; Ezek. xlviii. 1% (according to Saadiah the form 
rfonn would point to a duplication) ; and Dan. xii, 13 (ed. 
D. S. Margoliouth, p. 151 ; on the calculation of the year 
of Redemption, see my Miscellen ilber Saadja, III, 11 = 
MoTiatsschrift, XLIV, 410). 

The tone is mostly calm and agreeable ; but the 
demonstration is not always fortunate. But it must be 
remembered that the arguments of Saadiah too are very 
often superficial. The commentaries of Jefet, however, are 
also in this respect of great importance. 

Nothing has yet been discovered of Jefet's polemical 
work against Saadiah, as has already been observed. On 
the other hand, a work of this kind in Hebrew, directed 
against a pupil of the Gaon, Jacob b. Samuel, has been 
preserved^ ; and I have recently expressed the conjecture, 
which still needs verification, that this pupil is identical 
with the Jacob ibn Ephraim mentioned by Qirqis^ni as his 
interlocutor (so that his full name must have been Jacob ben 
Samuel ibn Ephraim) ^. But as the Karaites, and especially 
Jefet, repeat themselves very often, and inasmuch as par- 
ticularly in their anti-rabbinical campaign they almost 
always advance with the same arguments, it is there- 
fore more than probable that the polemical work against 
Jacob contains much that Jefet also adduced against 

German translation : Bacher, Die jiid. Bibdexegese, &c. (Treves, 189a), 
p. 13 seq. 

* The heading here reads : no' i3n nn nSorr nann I'lcrro marann nVNi 
©p3>n hwovi J3 yps'h »*: n^ 'to m p ^nan nDten 'iSn. See corrections 
thereto in Geiger, nam "isw, IV, 19 seq. 

' See Kaufmann-Gedenkbuch, p. 169 seq. On Jefet's controversial work, 
ibid., p. 180 (reprint, p. xii). It is, at any rate, remarkable that the 
name of Jacob, as far as hitherto known, does not occur even in Jefet's 
commentaries. 
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Saadiah. One would therefore be justified in briefly ana- 
lysing this polemical work, more especially as Saadiah 
also is expressly mentioned here, in the second poem : 
ta'-K^'ts inai "ik'N /i-e. from ffl in Egypt) lawn nnyo tid^d^ m»s 
n''B'>a''» Ni nnyo lai . . . ••av b'bs hn& D''3B>in oni /an 
marh ^nnrax nb'T PN ^n /i.e. out of Egypt, cf. Jer. xlvi. 20) 
nj?[i]-iv p HBT? riND ,nni3 moo bnh d-a^c 

This polemical work consists of three sections in doggerel 
verses of four members, in which, after the manner of the 
Arabic Muwashshah songs, three members of each strophe 
rhyme with one another, whilst the fourth members have 
one common rhyme. The acrostic in all three is alpha- 
betical ^ That they all three belong together may be in- 
ferred from the superscription of the third : n'o fi"?N B'i'B'N. 
Possibly these were originally followed by replies in prose. 
Their contents are as follows : — 

In the first section Jefet combats the view that there exists 
an Oral Law revealed by God to Moses, and employs the 
following four proofs : (i) Moses commands Joshua (Deut. 
xxxi. 1 1 ?) in the presence of all Israel to read the Torah ; 
there is no mention of an Oral Law. (2) To all questions 
that the son should put to his father, the Torah gives 
(Exod. xiii. 8, 14 &c.) such answers as can be derived 
from itself, but not out of any Oral Law existing beside 
it. (3) Moses, in his last exhortation (Deut. xxxii. 7), 
enjoins that questions should be asked of the ancestors, 
the answers to which are contained in the same address : 
so that here also there is no need of an oral supplement. 
(4) God promised the scattered members of his people 
he would turn to them again when they would abandon 
the work of man (cf. Isa. xxix. 13), among which are to 
be understood Mishna, Talmud, and Agada, which men 
invented ^. 

' The fourth, with the acrostic pin Dmnn mpo , belongs, as Geiger, 1. c, 
rightly recognizes, to Sahl's polemical work. 

' To be sure, we cannot regard this point as an argument against tradition. 
In the last strophe the first two members must be reversed : mm ''ffiEin 



KARAITE LITERAEY OPPONENTS OF SAADIAH GAON 237 

In section II the same theme is treated, and two proofs 
of Jacob b. Samuel for the authenticity of the Oral Law are 
refuted. From Jer. xvii. 0,1, 22 Jacob seems to have urged 
that the Pentateuchal laws need a supplementary Oral Law, 
because it does not follow from the Torah that one may not 
carry a burden on the Sabbath, as the prophet here insists. 
Jefet replies that this prohibition is to be derived from 
Num. iv. 13, because here the carrying of a burden is called 
work (nasi'D rwvh ; and the sons of Kehat had only parts 
of the tabernacle to carry). The second proof, which Jacob 
repeated after Saadiah, was that from i Chron. xxiv. 19. 
Here the words iniv "1K>N3, which refer to the twenty-four 
priestly divisions, must necessarily refer to the command 
of an Oral Law, as there is nothing of it contained in the 
Written Law. Whereupon Jefet again replies, that inw nc'to 
particularly refers to the service of the priests (hence to 
Num. xviii. 7) ; but the twenty-four divisions were indeed 
first introduced by David ^. 

In section III various ordinances and institutions are 
discussed : on the one hand, it is shown that the data of 
Scripture for these completely suffice, contrary to the view 
of the Rabbis ; and on the other hand again, that a part of 
them are not of biblical origin, as the Eabbis maintain, 
and hence they cannot have any validity whatsoever. For 
example, the Priestly Blessing^ is expressly enjoined in the 
Torah (Num. vi. 33) ; but its details, as in many similar 
commandments, are to be derived by means of the thirteen 

TO'tt)' (i.e. the Oral Law) nmSm nmion .ninsn pwm m d^jiti Tnn py\ran 'n 
(i Sam. xii. 21) nan inn »3 iVs' nVi iVs>v irt d'Vq pysnrb. 

^ Saadiah can only have asserted that the priests were already grouped 
into divisions in the time of Moses, but not into twenty-four, for this 
number is ascribed to David in the Talmud also (Taanit Babli, 27 a ; 
"Tosefta," IV, 2, ed. Zuckermandel, p. 219). Cf. also Commentary m 
Chronicles, ed. Kirchheim, p. 36 seq. ; Hai's " Kesponsum " in noSs) nbnp , 
ed. W^ertheimer, no. 20, as well as Maimonides and Nahmanides, "Precepts," 
no. 26. See also Zunz, LitercUurg. d, syn. Poesie, p. 206. 

" This and the following points must, therefore, have been advanced 
by Jacob as arguments for the necessity of an Oral Law. 
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Rules of Interpretation (which, as is known, the Karaites 
also accepted) ^. The libation at sacrifices is biblical, but 
the water-libation is a capricious addition to the words 
of God (for a Sam. xxiii, 16, e. g. has nothing to do with 
sacrifices), and hence to be avoided. Again, the singing 
of the Levites belongs to the nature of their service, and 
had no need to be enjoined; and if at the offering of 
firstborns a hymn of thanksgiving was sung, a similar 
hymn with instruments must have accompanied sacrifices. — 
In Ezra x. 3 the Rabbis refer Dno to the children, that is 
to say, these were also expelled from Judaism. But this 
is revolting; the word rather refers only to the mothers ^. — 
The different D''*iiyB' were devised by the Talmudists, and 
it was particularly the Rabbis rather than the Karaites 
(however the latter can determine without an Oral Law 
what kinds of work are permitted on the Sabbath and 
what forbidden), who had to ask themselves how it came 
about that in this law, which claims to be of Divine origin, 
there should be so many differences of opinion. This last 
reproach is notably repeated by all Karaite controversialists. 
13. SaW b. Masliah ha-Kohen (Abu '1-Surri) is one of 
the most prominent, but also of the most fanatical Karaites 
of the older period^. He is generally considered very 

* The thirteen Rules are also used by 'Anan and the earliest Karaites, see 
Steinschneider-Festschrifl, p. ao8. Cf. also Harkavy, Stud.w. Mitt., VIII, r, p. xi. 

' Cf. Pinsker, p. 33, n. 12, and Geiger, 1. c, si. 

' For the literattire on him see Steinsohneider, Cat. Lugd., p. 294 ; 
Die Myr. Vfbers., p. 964, n. 306 ; and Z. f. H. B., VI, 184. The short article 
on Sahl in the Jewish Encyclopaedia, s. v. (X, 636 ; by Ochser), is written 
without any special knowledge of the subject and is not without a comic 
touch, for Sahl is said to have been one of the Rechabites 1 The Masliah 
ha-ICohen (Alphab. 47 1), or Masliah Abu '1-Sarri (Alphab. 62 ») quoted 
twice by Hadassi, was perhaps the son of Sahl also cited by the author 
of the Hilluk (cf. Pinsker, p. 106, 1. 10 ; Pinsker, p. 87, n. 2, considers 
him to be the father of Sahl). On the other hand, the Masliah b. Sahl 
ha-Kohen and Sahl b. Salah (see J. Q. R., XVII, 632), mentioned in a 
Pentateuch Codex of the Karaite Synagogue, might have been descendants 
of our Sahl b. Masliah. These two are brought into connexion with the 
Massorete, Michael b. Uzziel, who probably lived in the twelfth century 
(see Steinsohneider, Arab. Liter, d. Juden, § 167). 
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much older than Jefet^ but the fact was overlooked that 
in the oft-mentioned list of Saadiah's disputants he also 
mentions Abu Ali Hasan al-Basri, i. e. Jefet. On the other 
hand, Aaron b. Joseph, in his commentary on Lev. xv. 25, 
expressly states that Jefet combats a view of Sahl (fol. 25 a : 
miniD TatJ'n ov siioa rcnn dkb» nyn- bm iran jnan njni . . . 
. . . nar ab) mj N''n *r»{?n ac n^nna m nnxi nbotj' insi i>«t3ni 
n^b\^o KX* «i»t5' nmj isj; "i»n»3 fna^ jytji lanf' 5»'r '''hn nvn 
'«1 D'''>3^), which indeed occurs in the commentary of 
the former, although anonymous (see Munk, Notice sur 
Abou 'l-Walid, p. 6, n. 3). In any case, such anonymous 
citations are no convincing proofs, for the view represented 
by Sahl could be that of a much older Karaite exegete ^. 
But another circumstance must be considered. In his pole- 
mical work (soon to be mentioned) against Jacob b. Samuel, 
Sahl speaks of letters and various questions which this 
Jacob addressed to him (see Pinsker, p. 26: »^K nana liy 
i?\ff maxa ; and p. $6 : rhm^ff nyyt noan ^2 ]VKh dn nny nnKi 
n'^m 31D nh nW njNin luoij dki . . , nw aiD yoD ni^Nrn 
&c.), and as Jacob was a pupil of Saadiah \ Sahl can have 
written his work at the latest circa 960. He was thus 
most probably a contemporary of Jefet, of the same age *, 
and wrote about 950-1000. In agi'eement with this are 
the statements of Ibn al-Hiti that Sahl in his commentary 
on Leviticus controverted Joseph b. Noah, and that he 
was probably his contemporary, and further, that Levi 
b. Jefet controverted Sahl in his law-book*. Joseph b. 

1 Thus Munk concluded (1. o., p. la), on the ground of such anonymous 
quotations, that Jefet is later than Jeshua b. Jehuda. 

' See above, p. 235. 

' In Karaite literature now Sahl, now Jefet is put forward. See, e. g., 
Hadassi, 178 d and n, 813 h and b, 236 n (where 'iVni jnani), 341 d, 357 
O and 1 i Aaron b. Joseph on Num., f. 39 b ; Aaron b. Elias, j-w p, f. 53 d, 
167 c, 168 b, 170a, and min ina on Num., f. 45 b, &c. The name of Sahl 
does not seem to hare yet been found in Jefet. 

* J. Q. JR., IX, 433, 1. 3 : lax jvi'ft^ nawo j«3 (noSs las '«) row a-ipM')«i . . . 
•^« fiS'iTO fispwo 3'3tA» 'D ni^M mvf) m p fpv sjTr' ; ibid., 1. 13 : poi . . . 
(ms. ro«bi '■») TOwS 'no")** i3M otoobN jsnj 'D ('to 12M d'wd'w p t»d 12« dmhn v) 
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Noah died (according to Ibn al-Hiti) in 393 of the Hegira 
(= iooa-3), and Levi wrote at the beginning of the eleventh 
century K That Sahl speaks of the period of Saadiah as of 
that of his predecessors, agrees with these facts (see Pinsker, 
p. 36 : '•JDiJT'Bn ^DU nro ''iSih)). 

Sahl also composed a special controversial work against 
Saadiah, which he mentions in the same list, and which 
is likewise lost. But he must have disputed violently 
with the Gaon in his other works also, of which two, 
both in Arabic, deserve particular consideration. In the 
first place, there is a commentary on the Pentateuch, of 
which a fragment on Deuteronomy is said to exist in a 
MS. in St. Petersburg {Z.A.T. W., I, 157). The part on 
Deuteronomy was also used in an anonymous Karaite 
compilation of the yeai' 1351 (MS. Brit. Mus. Or. 2498, Cat. 
MargoL, I, no. 334, cf. also below No. 38). But another MS. 
fragment on Exodus, at St. Petersburg, is said to belong 
perhaps also to Sahl, and here there are two passages 
against Saadiah. In the one (communicated by Harkavy, 
Stvd. u. Mitt., V, 225) Saadiah's contention, that 'An^n 
taught that the new month should be fixed by observation 
of the moon only in order that the Mahommedans (whose 
custom was the same) should appoint him head of the 
Jews, is rebutted with great indignation. The reproach 
is levelled against himself, that in his attempt to succeed 
to the leadership he relied upon the Mahommedans and 
desecrated the Sabbath, and that during the strife with 
David b. Zakkai, his opponents turned to every com- 
munity with a ban against the man who wanted to attain 
oflice in such a manner. In another passage (communi- 
cated by the same in his edition of Qirqis^ni, p. 354, n. 4, 
and Otcherki, I, 11, n. 3) Saadiah's assumption, that the 

n") n^ msn ^tD 'D (ms. '"») irte llii m^Dcn -isnis [nssS can only 
refer to Abu Said, i.e. to Levi ; see Steinschn eider, Z.f. H. B., I.e.] ; ibid., 
1. 19 : fiSoJ J01 «pT Mnp'i iDo YDDn jn im (1. Tvnn) i>n picmi {"M-ipSx rD'33 's 
•^■jM F|nwS« DnpS« <D fi3D r. n"; n p^ rmsp«:D '2 nD';« 13H DteD':« Ssp sn. 
^ See vay ZUr jiid.-arab. Litter., p. 6. 
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calculation of the calendar was first introduced in conse- 
quence of the advent of Sadok and Boethbs, is disputed. 
But I have already expressed the conjecture that the author 
of this fragment is perhaps Hasan b. Mashiah (see p. 334). 

A second important work of Sahl was a nison IBD in 
Arabic (of which there are fragments in St. Petersburg), 
with a Hebrew introduction (edited by Harkavy in iiDKD 
G'mi, I, no. i3 = pi'»n, 1879, cols. 639-43), which contains 
much valuable information about the Jews in Jerusalem 
in the time of the author (see R. A J., XLVHI, 154), and 
is also otherwise very interesting. According to Stein- 
schneider (^./.if.5., VI, 185), this work is perhaps identical 
with the D''i''l 1SD of Sahl cited by Samuel al-Magribi 
(Pinsker, p. 144). But it is more probable that Sahl 
treated ritual and civil law matters in two works, like 
Benjamin al-Nahawendi before him, of whose niX»n nSD 
some fragments have recently become known (collected 
by Harkavy, Stitd. u. Mitt, VIII, i, pp. 175-84), and whose 
D''3n nao on Civil Law is printed under the title (probably 
invented later) of }''10'>J3 nxK^D. In his law-book also, as 
a matter of course, Sahl disputed with Saadiah, and per- 
haps this book is the origin of a passage (communicated 
by Harkavy in Saadiah's (Euvres, IX, p. xlii) in which 
the Fayumite is reproached with not recognizing analogy 
as a legal noun, contrary to the Thirteen Rules instituted 
by the Talmudists : b^p IT'S ni'N ohy TiD ]H {''Wshu *N) hp*1 
paioiD }iNi mm n-in cihyn ni33 btban ns'onni DnB>jJ3 '•di^ '•n 
IS) ni^Np ND Tim vwha '•a dnv^** ^^pdni .^i^x max nan b 
••na riK'TW ribsbi h&^iJ minn nn» me^j ^b& p D'-jna nnin -n:* 

» That Saadiah did not hold the Agada as a standard authority follows 
also from the above-mentioned fragment of his polemical work against 
Ibn Saqaweihi (No. a), where he reproaches the latter with having 
derived arguments for his assertions not from Mishna, Mekhilta, and 
Targum, but from Agadot, from unauthenticated writings, and from 
Piyutim {J. Q. B., XIII, 664 : «bi nwo'jH 'D woo 'ffin aVip % inajno' ahi 
vtb ana jo xnssrn n«ni««b« jo Nns3?a 3»o na 'n« wnwi Di:nrt« «^i n«')M5o^« 
ibH n:«OT'?« JO «ns3>ai sn'te fiixnw). It is also interesting to establish the 
fact that the expression m3« nai to poiD J'«i, which also occurs in Sherira 
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bw i'lp"' }N3a nNV»3 )bv th hnmb D^5V^^5"| iNnanDxijN '•bv ^in 
bpiba '•a fiTiiiD snix^ 

Moreover, according to a conjecture of Harkavy, Sahl is 
perhaps the author of an Arabic lampoon against Saadiah, 
in which is included a similar Hebrew lampoon of one of 
Saadiah's most ardent opponents, namely, of the Gaon Aaron 
(orKhalaf, cf. B. ]S. J., XLIX, 300) ibn SaijS,do, as well as the 
libellous document of the deposition of David b. Zakkai 
(edited as far as extant, and completely discussed last, by 
Harkavy, Stud. u. Mitt., V, aaa seq.). In any case Sahl's 
authorship is very doubtful, for in the first place the pre- 
viously mentioned fragment on Exodus, which offers some 
parallels to this lampoon, originates rather from Ben Mashiah 
than from Sahl ; and in the second place, Harkavy himself 
admits that everything seems to point to the Karaite author 
of this work having been a contemporary of Saadiah, and 
having lived in Ir&q. But we know that Sahl probably 
wrote in the last third of the tenth century, and that he 
sojourned in Jerusalem ^. Besides, as this work is purely 
personal, and does not touch on any legal or other points 
of difference between Eabbanites and Karaites, it does not 
exactly fall within the scope of this dissertation, and it 
is only mentioned here incidentally. 

Sahl, like Jefet, composed a polemical work, not only 

(see Eshkol, ed. Auerbach, II, 47) and Hai (^Respoma, ed. Lyck, no. 98), is 
already found in Saadiah, and was perhaps coined by him. 

^ Harkavy wavers between Sahl and Jeshua b. Jehuda, but the author- 
ship of the first should be more probable : see his polemical work (soon 
to be mentioned) against Jacob b. Samuel (in Pinsker, p. a6); nn[l]D '•in 
nnbffl D'jns mira aina nbni p\DDr\ cs? nei mm «)' onown pm2 wt nSi omn 
num: mmn nnn mw ©Sibq /iiciidd. [It may be remarked, by the way, 
that the passage cited in (Euvres, 1. c, from a commentary on Exodus, 
is actually derived from Jefet's commentary, on xxi. 33 ; see above, p. 231, 
n. I.] 

' This follows not only from the preface to the nison 'd mentioned 
above, but also from many passages of the polemical work against Jacob 
b. Samuel; see, e.g., Knsker, p. 37 below : >3a nx vmrt'; 'riNi ffiipon nna ':« 
»»», and so forth (ttnport n»i here in the sense of the Arabic ^J.>^A\ cu^ , 
i. e. Jerusalem). 
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against Saadiah, but also against his pupil, Jacob b. 
Samuel, which has now been edited from a copy of Elias b. 
Baruch Jerushalmi (Pinsker, p. 25 seq.) ^. Elias is probably 
also the author of the title n^jD nnain or nnainn mjN, It 
is written in Hebrew, but Sahl also intended to publish 
it eventually also in Arabic, so that those ignorant of 
Hebrew could also read it (p. 25 : anan pB>na ainax ''h«i . , . 
'131 nnin'- )']^b yT" ab^ ''d 13 kip'-k' ]VK>b bNj?DK>^ jiB-^a nin), but 
we do not know whether he carried out this project. Sahl's 
work has more the character of a reply, as it was preceded 
by letters of Jacob to Sahl, both in Hebrew and in 
Arabic^. In any case the assertion of a controversialist 
so passionate and relentless as Sahl was, seems rather 
comical, that he took up his pen against Jacob only 
because the latter in his polemics indulged in ii-ony and 
sarcasm (p. 31 : nnia ^n'-'-n ab o^pr n-ivn niriiriDa y^Ti ^3 •'^liji 
D"il3nn nijN). The style is lively, but too pathetic and too 
propagandist*. Here and there one also meets various 
Arabisms *. 

The polemical work in its existing condition is not a 
uniform composition. At the beginning there is a poem 
with the acrostic pfn tamnn mpo a^^pn pan n'-i'vo p bno^, 

^ Corrections and variants in (Seiger, torn naw, IV, 22 seq. Of. also 
Kaufmann-Gedenkiuch, pp. 180, 181. 

" Cf. above, p. 239, then the passage (in Pinsker, p. 239) : mjN 'Vw naro 'o 
hWQXD'' picSa. 

' Many expressions are verbally repeated here and in the above- 
mentioned Hebrew preface to the nsnn 'd, thus, e. g., «b rrccac nVis DSi 
hnm nn nain rt'« ,b'\oi (ybon, col. 639, 1. 34, and Pinsker, p. 43, 1. 16) ; 
■nottn npTO vnwST "©i ,ipn 'n rmran ^lajsu ]« mrnci i®! nVaxni . . . (ibid., 
1. 2, from bottom Pinsker, p. 31, 1. 10). Pinsker, p. 31, 1. 1 seq., is a complete 
Kinna. Sahl could not free himself, too, from Talmudical turns of ex- 
pression, see Pinsker, 24, 1. 3 from bottom : -p^s^s'^ rrbna irpao yrfim (from 
the Boraita mm pp). Also interesting is the phrase (p. 36, 1. 22) : irninSD 
nbs nisiDn 'pn •ubao, which reminds one of the well-known mBiTrt too. 

* Thus tjTpnn rva for Jerusalem (see above, n. 3), then the expression 
Dmnn nspn ( = J'b'id:')« v»a? see following note), &c. 

• Divided in Pinsker by mistake into two (pp. 26 and 24), and the other 
half ascribed to Jefet, see Geiger, 1. c, p. 20. That the poem forms 
a rounded-off whole is shown by the conclusion (p. 25) ; on the other 
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in which it is particularly and emphatically shown that 
the Oral Law cannot be of divine origin, as the teachers 
of the Mishna themselves were of divided opinion on many 
questions. Probably to this poem was attached an epistle, 
the beginning of which is missing ^, and in which gram- 
matical and even orthographical errors of Jacob are pointed 
out, Sahl remarking that he found nearly sixty such 
errors in the letters of his opponent -(p. 7a : y\''\p njn lyi 
TnnJNa tinsd himb' a'^m^b). But as a matter of fact, the 
errors branded by Sahl (where, e.g. ^Tioa, n5'''DD, rfT'p, Sec, 
are written plene) are not errors at all, for this mode of 
writing was usual in the time of the Geonim in order 
to facilitate the reading of words without vowels. 

The actual controversy begins with the words (p. 27): 
^oy "ij nx i*nrn5» Tixa mpi:)n ty^xi ^j«, and is addressed to 
Jacob b. Samuel; but it is really directed principally 
against the Rabbanites, as it is more in the nature of an 
admonitory and missionary pamphlet, in which Sahl 
appeals incessantly to the followers of the Talmud to 
abandon their former conduct and to walk in the only 
right way, the way of the Karaites : " Have mercy, O 
Israelites," he exclaims in one passage (p. 34), " upon your 
souls and your childi'en! Behold, the light is burning, 
and the sun shines forth (i. e. Karaism). Choose for your- 
selves the good path, where there is living water, and walk 

hand, in the poem as well as in the epistle and in the actual polemical 
work, one and the same phrase of Ja«ob b. Samuel, in which the word 
rmn occurs, is alluded to : see p. 24, 1. 4 from bottom ; p. 27, 1. 16, and 
p. 30, 1. 14 from bottom. By Dmn Sahl understands his rather strict co- 
religionists, see p. g6, 1. 17: nninn nnx mbh ano Mbn wa rtro (cf. also 
p. 26, 1. I : Dmn ■«na« if\ph '3 in'sio nj? i:n3«i wnhn «in 'D . . . )• 

^ This follows from the opening words (p. 27, 1. 16) : mjsa '')« nana nw 
-frt:. The piece, p. 25, 1. 26 — p. 26, 1. 5, seems to be the continuation of 
p. 27, 1. 3 from bottom (if the words of Elias Jerushalmi, p. 25, 1. 24, refer 
to it : pffi'jn nia n:n ana maa nm 'acS mama maran Vi ^h aj'© >:sa^ ?) ; and 
here also the conclusion shows that this epistle forms an independent 
whole. According to Elias (p. 25, 1. 12), Sahl is said to have written 
besides this epistle ten further replies (i. e. letters most likely) to Jacob. 
But is this based on reality ? 
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not in a waste and waterless land (i. e. Talmudism)," &c. 
"Brethren!" he exclaims in another passage (p. 43), 
"hearken not unto those who say that the Karaites (''33 
N"ipD) wish you evil. God forbid! Verily we pray unto 
God, that he should have mercy upon his people, the 
remnant of Israel, and be mindful of the love for our 
forefathers. We write all this only out of love for you: 
circumcise the foreskin of your heart, for the time has 
come to awake from the sleep of the exile." In a similar 
strain he goes on reproving the Rabbanites repeatedly for 
their numerous sins, and accuses them of transgressing 
many prescriptions of the law respecting diet, purity, 
marriage, and the Sabbath (pp. 38-30, 3a) ^, of being 
devoted to superstition (p. 32)^, &c. And if many of the 
Rabbanites of Palestine have entered upon- a better course, 
that is due to the influence of the Karaites (p. ^^); whose 
ascetic mode of life Sahl describes in eloquent words 
(p. 31). The allegorical allusions of many verses are also 
interesting, as, e. g. Canticles i. 8 (p. 34), and iii. 7 (p. 36 ; 
cf. Geiger, 1. c, p. 24); Zech. xi. la (ibid.) and 14 (p. 42). 
In the last verse he makes the staff bjJJ symbolize the 
empire of the heathen nations, which is styled "grace," 
because these nations have not destroyed the religion of 
Israel ; by the staff D''7an is meant the yoke of the two 
women (Zech. v. 9), i. e. of the two Jeshiboth in Sura and 
Pumbaditha, which by means of Talmud and Agada " have 

* They are mostly such prescriptions in which the Karaites differ from 
the Rabbanites, and are inclined to the severer view ; thus, with regard 
to the enjoyment of an embryo (Wa) or iDiap) and of the fat tail (H'^n), the 
adoption of a minimum (nmsiu) in the mixing of clean and unclean food, 
the marrying of a step-sister (in rHE« ra) and a childless sister-in-law 
(rror), &c. Almost all Karaites, from Qirqisani and Salmon toFirkowitsch, 
are not tired of repeating these complaints. 

" This passage is of especial interest for the history of culture : -l^ni . . . 
n'«nm n'Tiaa n'i'yi Dnapa o'lcv btnaj'' •'Da mpn j'l rrn mas mis 'STti mnnw 
Dvnsn nap bs m-un D'p'Vioi 'js'icart 'jkbt 'Vjan 'cr S mawi d'toh ■?« 
D'jjim D'sbn 'ana h± pnart bw lonn hs nnps ontDipi □'ja'jn to nrrjsV D'TEpoi 
'i3i D'nan n^pnan nap hs dj^slsoj = ) (partly repeated in Hadassi, Alphab, 
104 ; cf. also Bacher, Agada d. Tann., I*, 354, n. 5). 
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destroyed the vineyard of the Lord " (nitav 'n D13 Q'SjanD). 
This staff will now be broken, i. e. the traditional writings 
will be given over to destruction, and thus their declaration 
(mns in the sense of TiriN, Job xv. 17 !) will be suppressed ^. 

As can be seen, there is hardly anything of a personal 
controversy here with Jacob b. Samuel, but the attack is 
all the more violent against his teacher, Saadiah, whose 
name is accompanied by abusive epithets (p. 40 : yt5>in Itn 
aitin TiiD iba.i^''] hv dn nnioi JTiDDn nynoni nyinn j?-in lifm 
B>py m&^n m), also : [pun on '•iDirT'sn] '•niDn Bi?yn '•Dirr'an nnyo). 
Besides the passage already quoted in this dissertation, where 
Sahl relates that Saadiah avoided disputing with Karaites, 
and did not publish his anti-Karaite writings during his 
lifetime, whereupon there follows a list of the Karaite 
controversialists (Pinsker, p. 37) ; it is also related of the 
Fayumite that in consequence of his persuasive arts ^ a 
dispute about the festivals broke out between the Pales- 
tineans and the Babylonians, so that they observed the 
festivals on different days, and hurled the ban against one 
another. I have shown {J. Q. B., X, 154) that what is meant 
here is Saadiah's campaign against Ben Meir, in the year 
931, which is now pretty well explained, and that Sahl's 
statements rest upon facts throughout. 

Much more detailed is a complete excursus in which 
Saadiah's well-known theory of the great age of the 
calculation of the calendar is refuted (Pinsker, p. 37, 1. 7 
from bottom — p. 43, 1. 35)^. Only one of the Gaon's 

' Jefet interprets this word similarly in Cant. iii. a (ed. Barges, p. 41), 
although he gives a different allegorical explanation to the entire 
verse. In his MS. commentary, ad loc, he refers to the vision of the two 
women to the Talmudie colleges of both countries, Palestine and Babylon 
(pN-»b«a nJNbsi dmcVmi ftin«iS« ^nbw. pra'nabs ^ns d'w: D'dis noni . . . ; and 
farther : 'ib!< ninbrt«i T\wohiii ffifphYi a»snnV« ndit om d'to a^rm «t3«i . . . 
n'»«')M prtNitti'jS 'D «rTODi). Of. also Hadassi, f. 10 a infra (letters w and n). 

' Pinsker, p. a8 : o^vM nnD itc« 'nin'sn <a'a rtm ':d'?i, a play on words. 

' This excursus is not free from errors and repetitions, which cannot 
well be removed here. Whether Saadiah is meant by the rtsna (p. a8, 1. 14), 
as Geiger (1. c, p. 23) presumes, is uncertain. 
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proofs is there combated, namely, that from i Chron. 
xii. 33: bii^^ HB'j)'' no runij cnyb r\i'<2 ^jni'' natJ'K^ 'J3di, 
The sons of Issachar had, according to Gaon, under- 
standing of the times (i. e. of the principles of the calendar), 
and let Israel know when they should " make," i. e. observe, 
the festivals. The verb ne*]; is also used of the observance 
of festivals, see Deut. xvi. i, 10, 13. Sahl replies, not 
without humour, that the sons of Issachar fixed only the 
time of the paschal offering (for Deut. xvi. i refers only to 
this), of Pentecost, and of Tabernacles, but not that of the 
remaining festivals, in connexion with which that verb is 
not used. On the other hand, they luust have taught the 
order of the festival offerings, the recurrence of the Sabbath, 
&c., because here 1S}*yn (Num. xxix. 39) and T\)^b (Deut. v. 
15) are used respectively. In the same way the counsellors 
of Ahasuerus must have calculated the calendar, because 
they are called D''nj?n lynv (Esther i. 1^). Finally, Saadiah 
contradicts himself, as he elsewhere maintains that the 
fixing of the calendar lay in the hands of the Sanhedrim, 
and he contradicts the Talmud, which speaks of torches 
used as signals on the determination of the new month, and 
of witnesses who were questioned about the new moon, and 
who, on that account, might desecrate the Sabbath (see 
Mishna, Bosh ha-Shanak, 11) ^ Indeed, Sahl continues, the 
command for the observation of the calendar follows from 
Gen. i. 14, Ps. Ixxxix. 38 and civ. 19, and calculation is 

1 These objections are repeated, partly in the same words, by Jefet and 
his son Levi, then by Jeshua b. Jehuda and Aaron b. Elias, see above, 
p. 231. The words of the last but one (MS. Leyden, 41', f. 89 b) are as 
follows : jiicnn TOT TO»an in ymn najN d'toI? nra ^nv tdujid' yam nas ditoi 
bmsD' nrn to mv on'O bs nrrns tai ton D'lymn mm ona ycnn d'toM toni 
j'Ni ffi'N 13T '^s na'Dcn '3 '«n d'odind nnfflm m dji iriun na on'"?.^ a^iv cte 
[f. 90 a] mr «S rri '3 'am (cf. B.Aj., XLIV, 183, n. 4) T^prtx sim n rr«T 
31©' rrn dn o 'jni nnnton mrish r\y<i rsTV rts nvn 13 anpn 'an nn« -hcs to 
laD r\^r\ '3 'nni idujib' 'oan inv ana en iidn u''iT\^n hm ini« ancrr aitcn jiawnn ha 
Dv.ih n:'a '2>Ti» no nns rm dni 'as minb wa nv (a Chr. ii. la) dth 'j'jjia ton 
inw i3»2n '3 'rm (i.e. null) Vf« Nim m [p dj] a"nn' p inw now ■hd.>4 mv 
ao TD'i noN ncx ia3 ia yDnn J'ni (Esther i. 13) D'nsn inv casn^ -pan tdn'i 
cniN 'map dVi«i ote nvNnn nbN irnajn^ min d'2dw. 
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strictly forbidden according to Deut. xviii. 10 ^. Sahl also 
does not miss the opportunity of dealing a blow at the 
Talmud. He says that Saadiah's strange interpretation of 
the verse in question is not to be wondered at, as he only 
follows his teachers (i. e. the Talmudists), who have made 
assertions that are not less comical, e. g. when they deduce 
the commandment about Kiddush on Sabbath and festivals 
from Exod. xx. 8 '^, or when they order the trumpet to be 
blown to confound Satan (see Rosh haSkanah, 16 b supra), 
&c. Finally, in support of the statement that the Talmudists 
also speak of an observation of the moon, Sahl (p. 41, 1. 19 
seq.) quotes a story that is said to be derived from the 
Talmud, but which has quite the character of the biblical 
stories of the Koran. Here also are truth and fiction inter- 
woven, and the most diverse passages of the Talmud are 
welded together ^. But it is not impossible that Sahl had 

* That is to say, the calculation of the calendar system is to be regarded 
as sorcery and astrology. This strange assertion is first iound in Daniel 
al-Qumisi (9th cent.), and must have been advanced already by 'AxiSta, see 
Harkavy, Stud. u. Mitt., YIII, i, 189: nnsn ^VD 's s"3 >Dmpb« bmi bipi 
©«3 inn 133 Ta»Q -\i «:jo' k'? ainsa o'saoipn pawn n« iTOrti \cm') 1:'; tid» 
Slim D'CiDipn pacna insvai »v 'oin ©m"? iiV -mio psi .'an o^'ocp oDip 

'■D1 D'O©. 

" P. 40, 1. 26 : n«3?cii vn -|-n3 -jb' ■vn'ynn »3 vnunnB ds'to Kte' 'jsi . . . 
vatm nr n« tot pn "un •wi^h raron Dvns •m^ pinn nos pi d'ji itt;»' niaw 
•p Dvn (1. ©lip"?) ffinp to Diasn lano p«3o (]"n te) ino'isa p'n "w imai TOnp"? 
an .ifva -|nNS dv n« nam yfdi ■j'n ]':n mson am rax sbs 'b psi .mmn 
[S'n] p3o matn an . [n'icsi mn«3i] onsna n"n na» '3 man b'n pan nwiawn 
D'^p niaon anan jtoi .(1. •yr^^n 'n -jis'i Dnso pNa) cnsm n»n nas o man 
.D'la' nsara i") ncsn niaon an n'') -jtidi 'iji i") p'»n pasn (1. n^Sn) n'b« Vm a'nan 
13 man niai ^"n piran naiaai tsmtea mais^ -p^ «»iTpa (1. lanm) laim a'swi 
ntona (1. nato ma) rasth naam (1. p'sVi) laVi nnsin in«i n'aina D'piDD d'd»d 'a 
'iai Dian tel n^cna nv ('d te) t]« man tel. This Boraitha agrees neither 
■with the passage in the Mekhilta, ad loc, nor with Pesaehim, 106 a, but is 
taken from the Halachot Gedolot, beginning of nSiam ffinp niaVn, of, also 
sni ^1«, II, no. 25. 

' Cf. e.g. Rosh ha-Shana, 25a, Menahot, 29a, Shebuot, 31 a, JBerachot, 
63 b , &c. In consequence of the conflict that broke out between Gamliel II 
and Joshua b. Hanania, the former, in conjunction with Akiba and Tarfon, 
is said to have introduced the nineteen-year cycle, and to have abolished 
the observation of the moon : (pETE '^^ Wp» Si Vs'tej ]aT fi) on laffi'i . . . 
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before him some apocryphal Boraithoth. Hadassi, who 
adopted the same story, with a few unimportant deviations 
[Eshhol, Alphab., 193)1-1941), probably drew from Sahl. 

14. An anonymous Karaite author, whose work (in 
Arabic) is partly extant in a St. Petersburg MS., and who 
(among other things) controverted a passage from Saadiah's 
Arabic commentary on the ''ibn nSD (edited by Harkavyj 
Stvbd. u. Mitt.,Y, 195), must likewise belong to the tenth 
century. Evidence of his antiquity is afforded by the 
fact that he quotes nobody but 'An^n, Benjamin al-Naha- 
wendi, and Saadiah. This Karaite quotes from the work 
of Saadiah just mentioned, that the compilation of the 
Mishna began forty years after the restoration of the second 
Temple and was closed 130 years after its destruction, thus 
amounting (as the second Temple stood 430 years, accord- 
ing to tradition) to 510 years ^; secondly, that there were 
eleven generations of Mishna-doctors (see ib. 196, n. it); 
and thirdly, that the latter generation fixed the Mishna in 
writing because they feared, in consequence of the cessation 
of prophecy and the increasing dispersion, that the tradition 
might fall into oblivion. The anonymous Karaite replies 
(see ib. 196, n. 13), that if the Mishna rests on true tradition, 
why was such a long period necessary for its compilation, 
whence the many differences of opinion, &c. They are the 
usual objections that all the older Karaites advance in 
their controversy upon these points : e. g. Qirqis^ni, section 
ii, chap. 13 seq.^; Salmon b. Jeroham (cf. /. Q. B., VIII, 

(1. j"a -a'l'i, i.e. /a j*m2 '1 = vfMi^ n'na) /3 10*3 'j "mnn itajn nnb picn latoni 
'131 n"N-irt r» ibmi d'2ic id"'! pi2» 'i tostic ns. 

1 In the original it reads : fiJD |irT»« ]o rt:tt)o')« |'nra nnas sawSs |« . . . 
pD 11CS1 n'«n Dn5 -pri n'l'js asni in tod J'cnii rrKts 'tei ■':«nS« nn")** N31 p rhi . 
These numbers do not agree with one another (for 420— 40+150=530), 
and Harkavy (p. 195, n. 6) therefore emends "iTOM Tfn'a aoi into j'nbni 'n '5 , 
but it must be corrected reversely j>DDii n'«a into j'rtni fr«a . The last 
date is given by Saadiah himself in his polemical work against Ibn 
Saqaweihi (J. Q. R., XVI, 108, I. 4 from bottom) : n»ari« npi i5« ''jmi . . . 

^ Only a part of chaps. 14 and 15 (see above, p. 218) is preserved, where 
in chap, 14 Saadiah's arguments for the authenticity of the Oral Law are 
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687 seq.) ; Jefet b. *Ali on Exod. xxi. 33 (see ib. n. 6, and 
above, p. 230), &c. It may here be observed that both, 
QirqisS.ni and Jefet, make verbal quotations from Saadiah 
on the questions dealt with here, and it is therefore possible 
that both used the Arabic commentary on the '•vJn "ISD. 

Samuel Poznanskl 

advanced, and in chap. 15 they are refuted (partly edited in Z.f. H. B., Ill, 
175, 176). Yet Qirqia^ni says here expressly that he will deal with this 
theme again in further chapters, and that he has already dealt with it in 
chap. 13 (MS. Brit. Mus. Or. 2580, f. 49 a) : m ('QVQ'r« '«) mais ND «0 «l 
. . . D«to')« p rmn« »oi j'ynN'?« fao 'd nans fi^nirts jra n^ipi ^:h'A ivv^ jo 
niifiD "T'jpn'»< d'»'?« ■^ rras NCiteb« j« jo nsru* «q no«i . lya «d'D rtmajxi 
npD Tio'jn -|^i inci snD'w ;n 'pa «o i:n i'oxbrtN }«i rti-no ipai n;icn mSci 
''jM fii«n wa nD'bi fins mji jo -^S w"ai ticv nSnbN awa'js 'ej •p'h «n«CD« Dipn 
•^"jH «nm«». 



{In a second Article, this account of the Karaite-Saadiah 
controversies will he brought down to the nineteenth century.) 



